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7 CFR 








Rules and Regulations 


first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
week. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 

7 CFR Part 1011 

{Docket No. AO-251-A32] 


Milk in the Tennessee Valley Marketing 
Area; Order Amending Order 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action amends the 
Tennessee Valley order to allow a 
handler operating more than one 
distributing plant to combine the 
receipts and dispositions of those plants 
for the purpose of qualifying them as 
pool plants. The amendment is based on 
the record of a public hearing held 
February 12, 1987, at Knoxville, 
Tennessee. More than two-thirds of the 
producers pooled under the Tennessee 
Valley order have approved the 
amended order. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 1, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
‘Constance M. Brenner, Marketing 
Specialist, Dairy Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
DC 20250, (202) 447-7183. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior 
documents in this proceeding: 

Notice of Hearing: Issued January 29, 
1987; published February 3, 1987 (52 FR 
3251). 

Recommended Decision: Issued April 
10, 1987; published April 15, 1987 (52 FR 
12186). 

Final Decision: Issued June 16, 1987; 
published June 22, 1987 (52 FR 23453). 


Findings and Determinations 
The findings and determinations 


hereinafter set forth supplement those 
that were made when the Tennessee 
Valley order was first issued and when 
it was amended. The previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and confirmed, except where they may 
conflict with those set forth herein. 


(a) Findings Upon the Basis of the 
Hearing Record 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 
through 674), and the applicable rules of 
practice and procedure governing the 
formulation of marketing agreements 
and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900), a 
public hearing was held upon certain 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and to the order 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Tennessee Valley marketing area. 

Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the 
record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as 
determined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of 
feeds, and other economic conditions 
which affect market supply and demand 
for milk in the said marketing area; and 
the minimum prices specified in the 
order as hereby amended, are such 
prices as will reflect the aforesaid 
factors, insure a sufficient quantity of 
pure and wholesome milk, and be in the 
public interest; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity 
specified in, a marketing agreement 
upon which a hearing has been held. 


(b) Additional Findings 


It is necessary in the public interest to 
make this order amending the order 
effective not later than August 1, 1987. 
Any delay beyond that date would tend 
to disrupt the orderly marketing of milk 
in the marketing area. 

The provisions of this order are 
known to handlers. The recommended 
decision of the Deputy Administrator, 
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Marketing Programs, was issued April 
10, 1987 (52 FR 12186), and the decision 
of the Assistant Secretary containing all 
amendment provisions of this order was 
issued June 16, 1987 (52 FR 23453). The 
changes effected by this order will not 
require extensive preparation or 
substantial alteration in method of 
operation for handlers. In view of the 
foregoing, it is hereby found and 
determined that good cause exists for 
making this order amending the order 
effective August 1, 1987, and that it 
would be contrary to the public interest 
to delay the effective date of this order 
for 30 days after its publication in the 
Federal Register. (Section 553(d), 
Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 
551 through 559). 


(c) Determinations 


It is hereby determined that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations 
specified in section 8c(9) of the Act) of 
more than 50 percent of the milk, which 
is marketed within the marketing area, 
to sign a proposed marketing agreement, 
tends to prevent the effectuation of the 
declared policy of the Act; 


(2) The issuance of this order 
amending the order is the only practical 
means pursuant to the declared policy of 
the Act of advancing the interests of 
producers as defined in the order; and 


(3) The issuance of the order 
amending the order is approved or 
favored by at least two-thirds of the 
producers who during the determined 
representative period were engaged in 
the production of milk for sale in the 
marketing area. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1011 


Milk marketing orders, Milk, Dairy 
products. 


Order Relative to Handling 


It is therefore ordered, That on and 
after the effective date hereof, the 
handling of milk in the Tennessee 
Valley marketing area shall be in 
conformity to and in compliance with 
the terms and conditions of the 
aforesaid order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, as follows: 
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PART 1011—MILK IN THE TENNESSEE 
VALLEY MARKETING AREA 


1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
Part 1011 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601-674. 


2. In § 1011.7, paragraph (a)(2) is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 1011.7 Pool plant. 


* * * * 


(a) * ee 

(2) The total quantity of fluid milk 
products, except filled milk, disposed of 
in Class I is not less than 60 percent in 
each of the months of August through 
November and January and February, 
and 40 percent in each of the other 
months, of the total quantity of fluid 
milk products, except filled milk, 
physically received at such plant or 
diverted therefrom pursuant to § 1011.13, 
subject to the following conditions: 


(i) Two or more plants operated by the 
same handler may be considered as a 
unit for the purpose of meeting the total 
Class I requirement percentages 
specified in paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section if each plant in the unit meets 
the in-area route disposition 
requirement specified in paragraph 
(a)(1) of this section, and if such handler 
requests that the plants be so 
considered before the first day of the 
month in which the plants are to be 
considered as a unit. If such a handler 
wishes to add or remove plants from 
consideration as a unit, such a request 
must be made before the first day of the 
month for which it is to be effective. 

(ii) The applicable percentages in 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section may be 
increased or decreased up to 10 
percentage points by the Director of the 
Dairy Division if the Director finds such 
revision is necessary to effect a similar 
adjustment pursuant to § 1011.13(e)(3). 
Before making such a finding, the 
Director shall investigate the need for 
revision either at the Director's own 
initiative or at the request of interested 
persons. If the investigation shows that 
a revision might be appropriate, the 
Director shall issue a notice stating that 
the revision is being considered and 
invite data, views, and arguments. 


* * e e * 


Signed at Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Kenneth A. Gilles, 
Assistant Secretary for Marketing and 
Inspection Services 
[FR Doc. 87-15939 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-02-m 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
immigration and Naturalization 
Service 


8 CFR Part 242 
[A.G. Order No. 1206-87] 


Proceedings To Determine 
Deportability of Aliens in the United 


States; Apprehension, Custody, 


AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization 
Service. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


sumMaRY: This revision deletes the 
provision that treats the filing of an 
application for adjustment of status 
under section 245 of the Act, by itself, as 
a motion to reopen when the application 
shows new evidence not available or 
discoverable at the time of the 
deportation hearing. This revision 
requires that motions to reopen for 
section 245 adjustment of status be 
treated as any other motion to reopen 
and that these motions must be in full 
compliance with 8 CFR 103.5,8 CFR — 
242.22, and/or 8 CFR 3.2. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 14, 1987. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:- 
Gerald S. Hurwitz, Counsel to the 
Director, Executive Office for 
Immigration Review, Suite 1609, 5203 
Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, Virginia 
22041, telephone (703) 756-6470. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
revision deletes the language allowing 
an application for adjustment of status 
under section 245, filed by itself, to be 
considered as a motion to reopen in 
deportation proceedings. The prior 
regulations treating applications for 
adjustment of status as motions to 
reopen have led to considerable 
confusion and significant administrative 
difficulties. Often, these applications are 
filed without a notation that they are to 
be treated as motions to reopen. They 
may be easily misfiled with the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
and not reach the office of the 
immigration judge in a timely fashion. 
This may result in delayed adjudication 
by the immigration judge or the Board 
and occasionally, lost applications. 

The revision treats motions to reopen 
for adjustment of status as any other 
motion to reopen. Motions to reopen for 
adjustment of status have to meet the 
requirements of 8 CFR 103.5, 8 CFR 
242.22, and/or 8 CFR 3.2, in all respects. 
A properly filed motion to reopen _ 
would, therefore, have to be clearly 
marked as such. The motion would also 
contain all appropriate supplementary 
documentation. 


This procedure should eliminate the 
difficulties involved with the filing of a 
bare adjustment of status application 
with no indication of whether or not it is 
a motion to reopen before the 
immigration judge or the Board. 

All comments were considered. 
Commenters had no disagreement with 
the proposal itself. Commenters stated 
that other steps should be taken to 
further streamline or eliminate motions 
to reopen and eliminate certain 
perceived abuses. Although these 
comments may have some merit, they 
are outside the scope of this limited 
change. The more extensive changes 
suggested by the commenters may be 
considered at some future time. 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C, 605{b) the 
Attorney General certifies that this rule 
will not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
This rule, if promulgated, will not be a 
major rule within the meaning of 
paragraph 1(b) of Executive Order 12291. 


List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 242 


Administrative practice and 
procedures, Aliens. 

Accordingly, Chapter I of Title 8 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 242 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 8 U.S.C. 1101, 1103, 1182, 1184, 
1252, 1254, 1255, 1357, 1362; E.O. 12356. Title 1 
of Pub. L. 95-145 enacted Oct. 28, 1977. 


PART 242—PROCEEDINGS TO 
DETERMINE DEPORTABILITY OF 
ALIENS IN THE UNITED STATES: 
APPREHENSION, CUSTODY, 
HEARING, AND APPEAL 


2. Section 242.22 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 242.22 Reopening or reconsideration. 
Except as otherwise provided in this 
section, a motion to reopen or 
reconsider shall be subject to the 
requirements of § 103.5 of this chapter. 
The immigration judge may upon his/her 
own motion, or upon motion of the trial 
attorney or the respondent, reopen or 
reconsider any case in which he/she 
had made a decision, unless jurisdiction 
in the case is vested in the Board of 
Immigration Appeals under Part 3 of this 
chapter. An order by the immigration 
judge granting a motion to reopen may 
be made on Form I-328. A motion to 
reopen will not be granted unless the 
immigration judge is satisfied that 
evidence sought to be offered is material 
and was not available and could not 
have been discovered or presented at 
the hearing; nor will any motion to 
reopen for the purpose of providing the 











to make 


was afforded an opportunity to do so at 
the hearing, unless circumstances have 
arisen thereafter on the basis of which 
the request is being made. The filing of a 
motion under this section with an 
immigration judge shall not serve to stay 
the execution of an outstanding 
decision; execution shall unless 
the tion judge who has 
jurisdiction over the motion specifically 
grants a stay of deportation. The 
immigration judge may stay deportation 
pending his/her determination of the 
motion and also pending the taking and 
disposition of an appeal from such 
determination. 

Dated: June 24, 1967. 
Amold j. Burns, 
Acting Attorney General. 
[FR Doc. 87~15862 Filed 7-14-67; 845 am] 
BELLING CODE 4410-01-28 





DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 67-1M-20-AD; Amdt. 99-5674) 


Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 757 Series Airplanes. 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive {AD), 
applicable to certain Model 757 series 
airplanes, which requires certain ; 
modifications to improve Instrument 
Landing System (ILS) immunity to 
electromagnetic in (EMI). This 
amendment is prompted by reports of 
several airplane models in which 
electromagnetic interference generated 
by various digital electronic equipment 
has been shown to be a source of false 
localizer signals, which can cause 
apparently normal operation of the 
localizer deviation bars when no ILS 
signal is present. This condition, if not 
corrected, could result in erroneous ILS 
deviation information displayed to the 
flight crew and abnormal operation of 
the autopilot. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 20, 1987. 
ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from the 
Boeing Commercial Airplane Company, 
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 
98124. This information may be 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include an 
airworthiness directive which requires 
modification to the weather radar wire 
bundle and coaxial cables from the 
localizer and glideslope antennas on 

ee Model 757 series airplanes, was 
pub in the Federal — on 
March 17, 1987 (52 FR € 

‘Interested persons have b n afforded 
‘an —- to participate in the 
making of this amendment. Due 
consideration has been given to the 
single comment received. 

The commenter requested that the 
compliance period be extended from six 
months to twelve months due to the 
heavy impact the proposed rule would 
have on the airline's maintenance 
workload. Inquiry by the FAA as to the 
modification kit on rate, and a 
further review of the total time required 
to perform the modification, 
substantiate the commenter’s concern 
that compliance within six months 
would induce a heavy impact on the 
airline maintenance workload. Further, 
Boeing has issued Operations Manual 
Bulletin No. 757-86-5, Revision 1, dated 
January 23, 1987, to alert flight crews to 
the potential abnormal condition and, in 
part, to advise the crew to continuously 
monitor the ILS audio signal through 
completion of the ILS approach. After 
consi this information, the FAA 
has determined that the compliance time 
may be extended to twelve months 
without significantly impacting safety. 
The final x has been changed 
acco’ 

After onset review of the available 
data, including the comments noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the rule with the changes 
previously noted. 

It is estimated that 64 airplanes of U.S. 
registry will be affected by this AD, that 
it will take approximately 78 manhours 
per airplane to accomplish the required 
actions, and that the average labor cost 
will be $40 per manhour. Based on these 
figures, the total cost impact of the AD 
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FAA has determined that this regulation 
is not ane 


Order 12291 or significant under 
Repair Pole and Provera ae 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979}:and 
further certified under oe a 
R tory Flexibili 

not have as at cae 


effect on a substantial number of small 
entities, because few, if any, Model 757 
a es are operated by small entities. 

1 evaluation has been prepared for 
this regulation and has been placed in 
the docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 
Aviation safety, Aircraft. 
Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) as 
follows: 


PART 39—{ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 108(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-440, 
January 12, 1963}, and 14 CFR 11.89. 


$39.13 [Amended] 
2. By adding the following new 
airworthiness directive: 


Boeing: Applies to Model 757 series 
airplanes, as listed in Boeing Alert 
Service Bulletin 757-34A0062, dated 
February 3, 1987, ana im any 
category. Compliance required within 
one year after the effective date of this 
AD, unless previously accomplished. 

To minimize the potential for misleading 
locatizer deviation indication to the flight 
crew caused by electromagnetic interference, 
accomplish the following: 

A. Modify the weather radar wire bundle 
and coaxial cables from the localizer and 
glideslope antennas in accordance with 
Boeing Service Bulletin 757-34A0042, dated 
February 3, 1987, or later FAA-approved 
revision. 

B. An alternate means of compliance or 
adjustment of the caeiiianiie time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

C. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base for the 
accomplishment of the modification required 
by this AD. 

All persons 
have not srauedy received the appropriate 
service documents from the manufacturer 
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may obtain copies upon request to the Boeing 
Commercial Airplane Company, P.O. Box 
3707, Seattle, Washington 98124-2207. These 
documents may be examined at FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific 
Highway South, Seattle, Washington, or the 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office, 9010 East 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, Washington. 
This amendment becomes effective August 
207°1987. ©* 
Issued in Seattle, Washington, on July 7, 
1987. 
Wayne J. Barlow, 
Director Northwest Mountain Region. 
[FR Doc. 87-15968 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-™ 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 86-CE-68-AD; Amdt. 39-5671] 


Airworthiness Directives; Gulfstream 
Aerospace Models 112, 112B, 112TC, 
112TCA, 114, and 114A Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 
new Airworthiness Directive (AD), 
applicable to the Gulfstream Aerospace 
Model 112 and 114 series airplanes, 
which would require inspections and 
repair as necessary of the forward wing 
spar. Reports have been received of 
cracks forming in the forward wing spar 
in the area of the main landing gear side 
brace fitting attachment. The 
inspections will detect these cracks and 
the repair will preclude failure of the 
spar and subsequent loss of the 
airplane. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 20, 1987. 
Compliance: As prescribed in the body 
of the AD. 

ADDRESSES: Gulfstream Aerospace 
Service Bulletin (S/B) Nos. SB-112-71B, 
Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, and SB- 
114-22B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, 
applicable to this AD may be obtained 
from Gulfstream Aerospace 
Corporation, Wiley Post Airport, P.O. 
Box 22500, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
73123; or this information may be 
examined at the Rules Docket, FAA, 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Room 
1558, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tom Dragset, Airplane Certification 
Branch, Southwest Region, FAA, Fort 
Worth, Texas 76193-0150; Telephone 
(817) 624-5155. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include an AD 
requiring inspections, and repair as 
necessary, of the forward wing spar on 


Gulfstream Aerospace Model 112 and 
114 series airplanes was published in 
the Federal Register on December 31, 
1986 (51 FR 47250). An extension of the 
comment period to April 13, 1987, was 
published in the Federal Register on 
March 16, 1987 (52 FR 8082). The 
proposal resulted from reports of cracks 
in the area of the main landing gear side 
brace fitting attachment on Gulfstream 
Model 112 and 114 series airplanes. 
There have been 274 aircraft inspected 
to date, and cracks in the left-hand or 
right-hand forward wing spar of both 
have been detected in 156 of these 
aircraft. Should these cracks go 
undetected, the forward wing spar may 
fail and result in the loss of the airplane. 
Since this condition is likely to exist or 
develop on other Gulfstream Aerospace 
Model 112, 112B, 112TC, 112TCA, 114, 
and 114A airplanes of the same type 
design, an AD was proposed which 
would require inspections and repair as 
necessary of the forward wing spar in 
accordance with Gulfstream Aerospace 
S/B Nos. SB-112-71B, Revision 1, or SB- 
114-22B, Revision 1, as applicable. 


Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to comment on the 
proposal. Five commenters responded. 
Gulfstream Aerospace Corporation 
concurs with the AD as proposed except 
for the compliance time. Gulfstream 
believes the inspection should be 
required within the next 25 hours’ time- 
in-service (TIS) or at the next annual 
inspection, whichever occurs first. 

The FAA believes that based upon the 
information currently available, the 
inspection being required within the 
next 100 hours’ TIS or at the next annual 
inspection, whichever occurs first, is 
satisfactory. The AOPA requested that 
the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking be 
withdrawn pending results of technical 
discussions between Commander Flying 
Association, Gulfstream Aerospace, and 
Rockwell International Corporation, 
which should soon result in a mutually 
acceptable and permanent method of 
repair. Similar comments were received 
from Commander Flying Association; 
The Mackey, Rozanski, and Friedland 
Law Offices; and Project Control 
Incorporated. A meeting was held in Los 
Angeles on June 2 and 3, 1987, to discuss 
the inadequacies of the Gulfstream S/ 
B's as perceived by the aircraft owners. 
This meeting was attended by 
Gulfstream Aerospace, Commander 
Flying Association, Attorneys for both 
organizations, and FAA. No substantive 
proposals were made at this meeting to 
change the FAA's conclusions regarding 
the Gulfstream inspection and repair 
procedures. 

Accordingly, the proposal is being 
adopted without change. The FAA has 
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noted a minor revision to SB-112-71B 
and SB-114—22B. This revision does not 
impose any additional burden on the 
public. The FAA has determined there 
are approximately 1,064 airplanes 
affected by this proposal. The inspection 
cost imposed by the proposed AD would 
be $175 per airplane for a total 
estimated cost of $186,200 to the private 
sector. If cracks are found in either or 
both wings, repairs must be made at the 
owner's expense. This is not considered 
a regulatory cost to the AD since 
owners/operators are required by other 
regulations to maintain their aircraft to 
specific safety and airworthiness 
standards. The FAA views the economic 
impact of this AD to be negligible and 
concludes that a full regulatory 
evaluation is not warranted. 

Therefore, I certify that this action (1) 
is not a “major rule” under provision of 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (8) will not have 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. A copy of the final 
evaluation has been prepared for this 
action and has been placed in the 
regulatory docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained by contacting the Rules Docket 
at the location provided under the 
caption “ADDRESSES”. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aviation safety, 
Aircraft, Safety. 


Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends § 39.13 of Part 39 of the FAR as 
follows: 


PART 39—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised, Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 


§ 39.13 [Amended] 


2. By adding the following new AD: 
Gulfstream Aerospace (Rockwell): Applies to 
Model 112 and 112B (S/N's 1 through 544 
and 13000); 112TC and 112TCA (S/N’s 
13001 through 13309); and 114 and 114A 
(S/N’s 14000 through 14540) airplanes 
certificated in any category. 
Compliance: Required as indicated in the 
body of the AD unless already accomplished. 
To prevent failure of the forward wing spar 
in the area of the main landing gear side 
brace fitting attachment, accomplish the 
following for both right and left wings: 
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(a) For all applicable airplane left and right 
wings that have not been modified or 
repaired in accordance with any part of 
‘Gulfstream SB-112-71 dated November 8, 
1985; SB-112-71A dated April 9, 1986; SB- 
112-71B, Revision 1, dated September 19, 
1986; SB-112-71B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 
1987; SB-114~-22 dated November 8, 1985; SB- 
114-22A dated April 9, 1986; SB-114-22B, 
Revision 1, dated September 19, 1986; or SB- 
114-22B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, 
accomplish the following: 


(1) Within the next 100 hours’ TIS or 
at the next annual inspection, whichever 
occurs first, and thereafter at intervals 
not to exceed 100 hours’ TIS or at each 
annual inspection as applicable, visually 
inspect the left and right wing spars in 
the area of the main landing gear side 
brace fitting in accordance with Part I of 
Gulfstream SB-112-71B, Revision 2, 
dated June 18, 1987, or Part I of SB-114— 
22B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, as 
applicable. 

(2) If cracks are found as a result of 
the inspection per paragraph (a)(1) 
above, and if these cracks do not extend 
past the cutout dimensions specified in 
Figure 4 of the referenced SB’s, prior to 
further flight, repair the wing spar in 
accordance with Part II of Gulfstream 
SB-112-71B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 
1987, or Part II of SB-114-22B, Revision 
2, dated June 18, 1987, as applicable. 

(3) If cracks are found as a result of 
the inspection per paragraph (a)(1) 
above, and if these cracks do extend 
past the cutout dimensions specified in 
Figure 4 of the referenced SB’s, prior to 
further flight, contact Gulfstream 
Aerospace Corporation, Wiley Post 
Airport, P.O. Box 22500, Oklahoma City, 
Cklahoma 73123, for a special FAA- 
approved repair disposition. 

(4) The repetitive inspections 
specified in paragraph (a)(1) of this AD, 
for each wing, may be discontinued if 
the repairs specified in paragraph (a)(2) 
or (a)(3) above have been accomplished 
on that wing spar. 

(b) For all applicable airplane left and 
right wings that have been modified or 
repaired in accordance with Part IV of 
Gulfstream SB-112-71B, Revision 2, 
dated June 18, 1987, or Part IV of SB- 
114~22B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, 
accomplish the following: 

(1) Within the next 100 hours’ TIS or 
at the next annual inspection, whichever 
occurs first, and thereafter at intervals 
not to exceed 100 hours’ TIS or at each 
annual inspection as applicable, visually 
inspect the left and right wing spars in 
the area of the main landing gear side 
brace fitting in accordance with Part I of 
Gulfstream SB-112-71B, Revision 2, 
dated June 18, 1987, or Part I of SB-114— 
22B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, as 
applicable. 


(2) If cracks are found as a result of 
the inspection per paragraph (b)(1) 
above, and if these cracks do not extend 
past the cutout dimensions specified in 
Figure 4 of the referenced S/B’s, prior to 
further flight, repair of the wing spar in 
accordance with Part V of Gulfstream 
SB-112-71B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 
1987, or Part V of SB-114—22B, Revision 
2, dated June 18, 1987, as applicable. 

(3) If cracks are found as a result of 
the inspection per paragraph (b)(1) 
above, and if these cracks do extend 
past the cutout dimensions specified in 
Figure 4 of the referenced SB’s, prior to 
further flight, contact Gulfstream 
Aerospace Corporation, Wiley Post 
Airport, P.O. Box 22500, Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma 73123, for a special FAA- 
approved repair disposition. 

(4) The repetitive inspections 
specified in paragraph (b)(1) of this AD, 
for each wing, may be discontinued if 
the repairs specified in paragraph (b)(2) 
or (b)(3) above have been accomplished 
on that wing spar. 

(c) For all applicable airplane left and 
right wings that have been modified or 
repaired in accordance with Part II of 
Gulfstream SB-112-71 dated November 
8, 1985, or Part II of SB-114-22 dated 
November 8, 1985, within the next 100 
hours’ TIS or at the next annual 
inspection, whichever occurs first, 
modify the applicable wing spar(s) in 
accordance with Part III of Gulfstream 
SB-112-71B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 
1987, or Part II] of SB—114—22B, Revision 
2, dated June 18, 1987, as applicable. 

(d) The airplane may be flown in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 to a 
location where the repair can be 
performed, provided the following 
conditions are met: 

(1) Existing cracks have not 
propagated together (in the event there 
are cracks above each bracket 
attachment bolts) and the cracks have 
not propagated beyond the limits of the 
S/B (see Figure 4 of Gulfstream 
Aerospace S/B Nos. SB-112-71B, 
Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, or SB- 
114~22B, Revision 2, dated June 18, 1987, 
as applicable). 

(2) The landing gear side brace and 
bracket are firmly attached such that 
proper extension and retraction of the 
gear will occur. 

(3) Pilot only on board. 

(4) Day VFR only, avoiding all rough 
weather possible, and with no 
intentional abrupt maneuvers. 

(e) An equivalent method of 
compliance with this AD may be used if 
approved by the Manager, Airplane 
Certification Branch, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Southwest Regional 
Office, Fort Worth, Texas 76193-0150; 
Telephone (817) 624-5150. 
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All persons affected by this directive may 
obtain copies of the documents referred to 
herein upon request to the Gulfstream 
Aerospace Corporation. Wiley Post Airport, 
P.O. Box 22500, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
73123; or FAA, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Room 1558, 601 East 12th Street, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106. 

This amendment becomes effective on 
August 20, 1987. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on July 6, 
1987, 

Paul K. Bohr, 

Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 87-15970 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


18 CFR Parts 272 and 273 
[Docket No. RM87-22-000; Order No. 476] 


Natural Gas Policy Act: Deregulation 
and Other Pricing Changes on July 1, 
1987 


Issued July 1, 1987. 
AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (Commission) is 
issuing a final rule implementing section 
121(c) of the Natural Gas Policy Act of 
1978 (NGPA). On July 1, 1987, NGPA 
section 121(c) deregulates the price of 
certain natural gas produced from 
completion locations located at a depth 
of 5,000 feet or less. The Commission is 
making minor technical and conforming 
changes to its regulations to remove 
inconsistences between the 
Commission’s regulations and the 
provisions of the NGPA. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1987. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Peter J. Roidakis, Office of the General 
Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street 
NE., Washington, DC 20426, (202) 357- 
8224. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Before Commissioners: Martha O. Hesse, 
Chairman; Anthony G. Sousa, Charles G. 
Stalon, Charles A. Trabandt and C.M. Naeve. 


I. Introduction 


The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (Commission) is issuing a 
final rule implementing section 121(c) of 
the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
(NGPA).! On July 1, 1987, NGPA section 


115 U.S.C. 3331(c) (1982). 
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121(c) will deregulate the price of certain 
natural gas produced from completion 
— located at a depth of 5,000 feet 
or less. 


II. Background 


Section 121{a) of the NGPA removed 
Federal price regulation over certain 
types of gas subject to sections 102, 103, 
105, and 106 of the NGPA on January 1, 
1985. Section 121(c) of the NGPA also 
provides for the deregulation of certain 
natural gas produced from new onshore 
production wells (as defined in section 
103{c)), effective July 1, 1987, if such 
natural gas—“(1) was not committed or 

.dedicated to interstate commerce on 
April 20, 1977; and (2) is produced from 
a completion location which is located 
at a depth of 5,000 feet or less.” 

On November 16, 1984, the 
Commission issued Order No. 406 which 
amended its regulations to reflect the 
price deregulation occurring on January 
1, 1985, under section 121{a) of the 
NGPA.? The Commission thereby 
implemented deregulation as of January 
1, 1985, for certain types of gas subject 
to sections 102, 103, 105, and 106 of the 
NGPA and published new maximum 
lawful prices under NGPA sections 
103(b) and 105(b)(3). 


Ill. Discussion 
A. Deregulation on July 1, 1987 


Part 272-of the Commission's 
regulations implements the elimination 
of price controls for certain natural gas 
sales as required by the NGPA. In 
addition, section 273.204 of the 
Commission's regulations provides 
authority to sellers of natural gas to 
retroactively charge and collect the 
price available under contract after an 
NGPA eligibility determination becomes 
final. Thus, the seller may recoup the 
difference between the amount actually 
collected and the amount ultimately 


2 Order No. 406, 49 FR 46,874 (Nov. 29, 1984) (Final 


in part, denying stay and making technical 
corrections); Order No. 406-B, 30 FERC { 61,152 
(Feb. 15, 1985) (Order denying applications for 
rehearing and clarifying previous order); and Order 
No. 406-C, 38 FERC 4 61,128 (Feb. 3, 1987) (Order 
Clarifying Order No. 406). 

Order No. 406 was remanded in part by the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit 
in Martin Exploration Management Co. et al. v. 
FERC, Docket Nos. 84-2756 et al. (Mar. 9, 1987). The 
court rejected the Commission's determination that 
gas that qualified for both a regulated and 


tly 
remanded to the Commission by the Tenth Circuit. 
Rather, the rule merely modifies the Commission's 
regulations to reflect the deregulation of certain 
shallow gas under NGPA section 103, on July 1, 
1987. 


allowed for deliveries made between the 
date the determination application was 
filed and the date the determination 
became final. 

To implement section 121(c) of the 
NGPA, the Commission is required to 
make four conforming changes. 
Specifically, the applicability section of 
Part 272 is revised to include a reference 
to gas that is no longer price regulated 
because of section 121{c). Similarly, the 
tule modifies the definition of 
“deregulated natural gas” to include: 

Natural gas for which a jurisdictional 
agency determination becomes final under 
Parts 274 and 275 of this Chapter and which 
is sold in a first sale on or after July 1, 1987, 
and such gas qualifies as natural gas 
produced from any new, onshore production 
well if such gas as defined in § 271.303: (i) 
Was not committed or dedicated to interstate 
commerce (as defined in NGPA section 2(18)) 
on April 20, 1977; and {ii) is produced from a 
completion location which is located at a 
depth of 5,000 feet or less. 


The rules for measuring the depth of 
deregulated natural gas * are also 
revised to include a reference to the 
depth requirement in the additional 
definition of “deregulated gas.” Finally, 
the rules governing retroactive 
collection of the amount a deregulated 
price exceeds an otherwise applicable 
maximum lawful price are revised to 
include the gas deregulated on July 1, 
1987.* 


B. Administrative Findings 


1. The Administrative Procedure Act 
(APA) ® requires that a notice of 
proposed rulemaking be published in the 
Federal Register and that an opportunity 
for comment be provided when an 
agency promulgates regulations. The 
APA sets forth exemptions to the notice 
and comment requirements if the rule is 
an interpretative rule, a general 
statement of policy or a rule of 
Commission organization, procedure or 


' practice, or if the Commission for good 


cause finds that notice and comment 
procedures thereon are impracticable, 
unnecessary or contrary to the public 
interest. 

An interpretative rule is one that 
explains and sets forth, usually with 
greater specificity, that which a statute 
already requires. This rule modifies the 
Commission's regulations to reflect the 
change in legal status of certain gas 
under the NGPA. It merely revises these 
regulations so that they conform to the 
requirements of section 121(c) of the 
NGPA and consequently is an 
interpretative rule that simply sets forth 


3 18 CFR 272.104 (1986). 
* 18 CFR 273.204 (1986). 
5 § U.S.C. 553(b) (1982). 
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and explains that which the NGPA 
requires. In addition, the changes 
promulgated by this rule are technical 
conforming changes that reflect the 
removal of price controls on certain 
natural gas by the NGPA. Since the 
amendments to the Commission's 
regulations are minor and technical in 
nature, and merely impiement price 
deregulation as required by the NGPA, 
the Commission finds good cause to 
dispense with notice and comment 
procedures as unnecessary.® 

2. Generally, a rule becomes effective 
not less than 30 days after publication in 
the Federal Register. A rule may become 
effective sooner if it is an interpretative 
rule, a statement of policy, or if the 
agency finds good cause to make it 
effective sooner.’ Since this rule is an 
interpretative rule, the 30-day restriction 
does not apply. In addition, the 
Commission finds good cause to make 
the technical and conforming changes 
effective at the same time the statutory 
restrictions on prices are removed in 
order to avoid confusion and to remove 
inconsistencies between the 
Commission's regulations and the 
NGPA. For these reasons, this rule will 
become effective on July 1, 1987, to 
correspond with the date of decontrol 
under section 121(c) of the NGPA. 


List of Subjects 
18 CFR Part 272 
Natural gas. 
18 CFR Part 273 

Natural gas, Price controls, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Commission amends Parts 272 and 273, 
Subchapter H, Chapter 1, Title 18, Code 
of Federal Regulations, as set forth 
below. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 


PART 272—DEREGULATED NATURAL 
GAS 


1. The authority citation for Part 272 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978, 
15 U.S.C. Secs. 3301-3432 (1982). 


2. Section 272.101 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 272.101 Applicability. 


This part implements section 121 of 
the NGPA and applies ‘to the first sale of 


* See Legislative History of the APA, S. Doc. No. 
248, 79th Cong., 2d. Sess. 200. 
75 U.S.C. 553(d) (1982). 
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natural gas which is deregulated natural 
gas. 

3. In § 272.103, paragraph (a)(3) is 
redesignated as paragraph (a)(4) and a 
new paragraph (a)(3) is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 272.103 Definitions. 
a ese & 

(3) Natural gas for which a 
jurisdictional agency determination 
becomes final under Parts 274 and 275 of 
this chapter and which is sold in a first 
sale on or after July 1, 1987, and such 
gas qualifies as natural gas produced 
from any new, onshore producton well if 
such gas as defined in § 271.303: 

(i) Was not committed or dedicated to 
interstate commerce (as defined in 
— section 2(18)) on April 20, 1977; 
an 

(ii) Is produced from a completion 
location which is located at a depth of 
5,000 feet or less. 

4. Section 272.104 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 272.104 Special rules for measuring the 
depth of deregulated natural gas. 

For purposes of determining the depth 
of a completion location under 
§ § 272.103(a)(2)(ii)(B), 272.103(a)(3)(ii), 
and 272.103(b), measurement shall be 
the true vertical depth from the surface 
location to the highest perforation point 
in the completion location. 


PART 273—COLLECTION AUTHORITY; 
REFUNDS 


5. The authority citation for Part 273 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: Natural Gas Act, 15 U.S.C. Secs. 
717-717w (1982); Department of Energy 
Organization Act, 42 U.S.C. Secs. 7102-7352 
(1982); E.O. 12009, 3 CFR 1978 Comp., p. 142; 
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978, 15 U.S.C. 
Secs. 3301-3432 (1982), unless otherwise 
noted. 


6. In § 273.204, a new paragraph 
(a)(1)(v) is added to read as follows: 


§ 273.204 Retroactive collection after final 
determination. 

(a) * 2 

(1 es 2 

(v) In the case of natural gas produced 
from a new, onshore production well (as 
defined in § 271.303) which also satisfies 


les occurring 
in the month: 4 hy 4 


August 1987........ 09625 0925 0875 0825 


Kathleen P. Utgoff, 


Executive Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation. 


[FR Doc. 87-15957 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7708-01-M 


the criteria of § 272.103(a)(3), if the 
application for determination was filed 
on or before July 1, 1987, then for first 
sales of such natural gas delivered on or 
after July 1, 1987, the seller may 
retroactively collect the amount by 
which the deregulated price exceeds the 
price collected during such period. 

*. = * * * 

[FR Doc. 87~15995 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 


29 CFR Part 2676 


Valuation of Pian Benefits and Pian 
Assets Following Mass Withdrawal— 
Interest Rates 


AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This is an amendment to the 


Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation’s 
regulation on Valuation of Plan Benefits 
and Plan Assets Following Mass 
Withdrawal (29 CFR Part 2676). The 
regulation prescribes rules for valuing 
benefits and certain assets of 
multiemployer plans under sections 
4219(c)(1)(D) and 4281(b) of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974. Section 2676.15(c) of the 
regulation contains a table setting forth, 
for each calendar month, a series of 
interest rates to be used in any 
valuation performed as of a valuation 
date within that calendar month. On or 
about the fifteenth of each month, the 
PBGC publishes a new entry in the table 
for the following month, whether or not 
the rates are changing. This amendment 
adds to the table the rate series for the 
month of August 1987. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 1, 1987. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Deborah C. Murphy, Attorney, 
Corporate Policy and Regulations 
Department (35400), Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation, 2020 K Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20006; 202-778- 
8850 (202-778-8859 for TTY and TDD). 
(These are not toll-free numbers.) 


The values of 4 are: 
‘s he 4 ho 


0775 07125 8.07125 8.07125 §=6.07125 = «07125 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
PBGC finds that notice of and public 
comment on this amendment would be 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest, and that there is good cause for 
making this amendment effective 
immediately. These findings are based 
on the need to have the interest rates in 
this amendment reflect market 
conditions that are as nearly current as 
possible and the need to issue the 
interest rates promptly so that they are 
available to the public before the 
beginning of the period to which they 
apply. (See 5 U.S.C. 533 (b) and (d).) 
Because no general notice of proposed 
rulemaking is required for this 
amendment, the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act of 1980 does not apply (5 U.S.C. 
601(2)). 

The PBGC has also determined that 
this amendment is not a “major rule” 
within the meaning of Executive Order 
12291 because it will not have an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million or 
more; or create a major increase in costs 
or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, or geographic regions; or 
have significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, or 
innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 


List of Subjects in 29 CFR Part 2676 


Employee benefit plans and Pensions. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
2676 of Subchapter H of Chapter XXVI 
of Title 29, Code of Federal Regulations, 
is amended as follows: 


PART 2676—VALUATION OF PLAN 
BENEFITS AND PLAN ASSETS 
FOLLOWING MASS WITHDRAWAL 


1.The authority citation for Part 2676 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 29 U.S.C. 1302(b)(3), 
1399(c)(1)(D), and 1441(b)(1). 

2. In § 2676.15, paragraph (c) is 
amended by adding to the end of the 
table of interest rates therein the 
following new entry: 

§ 2676.15 Interest. 


* * * * 


(c) Interest rates. 





ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 271 


[SW-4-FRL-3233-2] 


South Carolina Final Authorization of 
State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: South Carolina has applied 


for final authorization of revisions to its 
hazardous waste program under the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act (RCRA). EPA has reviwed South 
Carolina’s application and has made a 
decision, subject to ic review and 
comment, that South Carolina's 
hazardous waste program revision for 
the hazardous components of 
radioactive mixed wastes satisfies all of 
the requirements necessary to qualify 
for final authorization. Thus, EPA 
intends to approve South Carolina's 
hazardous waste program revision for 
the hazardous components of 
radioactive mixed wastes. South 
Carolina's application for program 
revision is available for public review 
and comment. 

DATES: Final authorization for South 
Carolina shall be effective, September 
13, 1987 unless EPA publishes a prior 
Federal Register action withdrawing this 
immediate final rule. All comments on 
South Carolina's program revision 
application must be received by the 
Close of business August 14, 1987. 
ADDRESSES: South Carolina's program 
revision application is available 
between 8:30 A.M. to 4:30 P.M., Monday 
through Friday, at the following 
addresses: Hartsill Truesdale, Bureau of 
Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Management, South Carolina 
Department of Health and 
Environmental Control, 2600 Bull Street, 
Coiumbia, South Carolina 29201; US 
EPA Headquarters Library, PM 211A, 
401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 
20460, Phone: 202/382-5926; US EPA, 
Region IV, Library, 345 Courtland St., 
NE, Atlanta, Georgia 30365, Phone: 404/ 
347-4216, Gayle Alston, Librarian. 
Written comments should be sent to 
Otis Johnson, Jr., 345 Courtland St., NE, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30365, Phone: 404/347- 
3016. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Otis Johnson, Jjr., 345 Courtland St., NE, 
Atianta, Georgia 30365, Phone: 404/347- 
3016. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


A. Background 

States with final authorization under 
section 3006(b) of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act 
(“RCRA” or “the Act"), 42 U.S.C. 
6929(b), have a continuing obligation to 
maintain a hazardous waste program 
that is equivalent to, consistent with, 
and no less stringent than the Federal 
hazardous waste program. 

Revisions to State hazardous waste 
programs are necessary when Federal or 
State statutory or regulatory authority is 
modified or when certain changes occur. 
Most commonly, State program 
revisions are necessitated by changes to 
EPA's regulations in 40 CFR Parts 260- 
266 and 124 and 270. 


B. South Carolina 


South Carolina initially received final 
authorization on November 22, 1985. On 
April 16, 1987, South Carolina submitted 
a program revision application for 
additional program approval for the 
hazardous components of radioactive 
mixed wastes. Today, South Carolina is 
seeking approval of its program revision 
in accordance with 40 CFR 271.21(b)(3). 

EPA has reviewed South Carolina’s ~ 
application, and has made an immediate 
final decision that South Carolina's 
hazardous waste program revision 
satisfies all of the requirements 
necessary to qualify for final 
authorization. Consequently, EPA 
intends to grant final authorization for 
the additional program modifications to 
South Carolina. The public may submit 
written comments on EPA's immediate 
final decision up until August 14, 1987. 

South Carolina's application for 
program revision is available for 
inspection and copying at the locations 
indicated in the “ADDRESSES” section of 
this notice. 

Approval of South Carolina’s program 
revision for the hazardous components 
of radioactive mixed wastes shall 
become effective in 60 days unless an 
adverse comment pertaining to the 
State's revision discussed in this notice 
is received by the end of the comment 
period. If an adverse comment is 
received EPA will publish either (1) a 
withdrawal of the immediate final 
decision or (2) a notice containing a 
response to comments which either 
affirms that the immediate final decision 
takes effect or reverses the decision. 

In order to maintain final 
authorization, the state of South 
Carolina is required to demonstrate 
authority to regulate the hazardous 
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components of radioactive mixed 
wastes by July 3, 1988 (see “Cluster 
Rule”, 51 FR 33712, September 22, 1986). 
This authorization is especially 
important to the state of South Carolina 
because two major facilities [The 
Department of Energy's Savannah River 
Plant in Aiken, South Carolina, and 
Chemnuclear’s commercial low-level 
radioactive waste disposal facility in 
Barnwell, South Carolina] handle waste 
subject to regulation under this 
authority. South Carolina is not seeking 
authorization to operate in Indian lands. 
C. Decisi 

I conclude that South Carolina’s 
application for program revision meets 
all of the statutory and regulatory 
requirements established by RCRA. 
Accordingly, South Carolina is granted 
final authorization to operate its 
hazardous waste program as revised. 
South Carolina now has responsibility 
for permitting treatment, storage, and 
disposal facilities within its borders and 
carrying out other aspects of the RCRA- 
program, subject to the limitation of its 
revised program application and 
previously approved authorities. South 
Carolina also has primary enforcement 
rsponsibilities, although EPA retains the 
right to conduct inspections under 
Section 3007 of RCRA and to take 
enforcement actions under section 3008, 
3013 and 7003 of RCRA. 

Compliance With Executive Order 
12291: The Office of Management and 
Budget has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Certification Under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act: Pursuant to the 
provisions of 4 U.S.C. 605(b), I hereby 
certify that this authorization will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
This authorization effectively suspends 
the applicability of certain Federal 
regulations in favor of South Carolina's 
program, thereby eliminating duplicative 
requirements for handlers of hazardous 
waste in the State. It does not impose 
any new burdens on small entities. This 
rule, therefore, does not require a 
regulatory flexibility analysis. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 271 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Confidential business 
information, Hazardous materials 
transportation, Hazardous waste, Indian 
lands, Intergovernmental relations, 
Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Water pollution control, 
Water supply. 
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Authority: This notice is issued under the 
authority of Sections 2002{a), 3006 and 
7004(b) of the Solid Waste Disposal Act as 
amended 42 U.S.C. 6912(a), 6926, 6974(b}. 

Dated: June 22, 1987. 

Lee A. DeHihns III, 

Acting Regional Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 87-16002 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-4 


40 CFR Part 799 
[OPTS-47002H; FRL-3232-9] 


Chlorinated Benzenes; Final Test Rule; 
Modification 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 


Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: In accordance with 40 CFR 


790.55, EPA is modifying the test 
substance purity requirements for the 
health effects testing of 1,2,4,5- 

. tetrachlorobenzene promulgated under 
section 4 of the Toxic Substances 
Control Act (TSCA). This modification 
changes the test substance purity 
requirements from 99 percent purity to 
97 percent purity because of the present 
unavailability of the test substance at 99 
percent purity and the uncertainty of 
whether 99 percent purity test material 
can be obtained within the time period 
necessary for the timely commencement 
and completion of the testing required 
under this rule. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule shall become 
effective on July 15, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward A. Klein, Director, TSCA 
Assistance Office (TS-799), Office of 
Toxic Substances, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Rm. E-543, 401 M St. 
SW., Washington, DC 20460, (202) 554- 
1404. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
promulgated a final test rule in the 

_ Federal Register of July 8, 1986 (51 FR 
24657) requiring health effects testing of 
five chlorinated benzenes, including 
1,2,4,5-tetrachlorobenzene (1,2,4,5-TCB). 
EPA is modifying the test substance 
purity requirements for 1,2,4,5,-TCB (40 
CFR 799.1054). 


I. Background 


On the basis of public comments 
received in response to the proposed 
rule for chlorinated benzenes (45 FR 
48524) and the National Toxicology 
Program's (NTP) use of a test material 
characterized as having a purity greater 
than 99 percent for its subchronic 
_ studies of 1,2,4,5-TCB, EPA established 
in the final test rule the minimum purity 
requirement for 1,2,4,5-TCB at 99 
percent. The rationale for the 99 percent 


minimum purity was based on the 
assumed availability of a test material 
with the requisite degree of purity. 

On March 20, 24, and April 12, 1987 
(Refs. 1, 2, and 3) the Chemical 
Manufacturers Association (CMA) 
notified EPA that analyses by CMA of 
the test material provided by the only 
supplier of the research grade of this 
substance tested at 97.6 to 98.13 percent 
purity and therefore could not meet the 
99 percent pure purity requirement of 40 
CFR 799.1054(a)(2) if used in the test. 

The inability to identify and to obtain 
test material meeting the 99 percent 
purity requirement of the test rule has 
two possible consequences. First, testing 
with the currently available test 
materials with purities under 99 percent 
will result in noncompliance with 40 
CFR 799.1054. Second, modifying the test 
schedules to allow for time to identify 
and obtain a batch of test material 
which meets the purity requirements 
will result in a delay unacceptable to the 
Agency, in the initiation, conduct, and 
completion of the tests required under 40 
CFR 799.1054. 

Therefore, since the presently 
available supply of test material appears 
to have a purity of 97.6 to 98.13 percent, 
and that this lower level of purity is 
believed by the Agency to produce 
study results which will reasonably 
define the likely toxicological effects of 
the test substance, the Agency is 
establishing 97 percent as the minimum 
level of purity under this test rule. 

Analysis of contaminants showed the 
test material to be within the impurities 
tolerances established in 40 CFR 
799.1054(a)(3} and therefore do not 
present an issue in this action. 

The Agency has determined that 
obtaining comment on this modification 
to the substance purity requirement 
would be impracticable, unnecessary, 
and contrary to the public interest by 
delaying the start of testing and hence 
the development of data for submission 
to the Agency. Therefore, in accordance 
with the procedures in 40 CFR 790.55 
and the Administrative Procedures Act, 
the Agency approved this modification 
without public comment (Ref. 4). EPA is 
publishing in this Federal Register notice 
the modification to the test substance 
purity requirements for the 1,2,4,5-TCB 
test rule. 


II. Rulemaking Record 
A. Supporting Documentation 


EPA has established a record for this 
rulemaking [docket number OPTS- 
47002H]. The record includes the 
information considered by the Agency in 
developing this decision. 
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B. References 


(1) Chemical Manufacturers Association 
(CMA). Telephone contact frem Carol Stack 
to Nancy Merrifield, USEPA. (March 20, 
1987). 

(2) Chemical Manufacturers Association 
(CMA). Telephone contact from Carol Stack 
to Nancy Merifield, USEPA. (March 24, 1987). 

(3) Chemical Manufacturers Association 
(CMA). Letter from Carol Stack (CMA) to 
Nancy Merifield, USEPA. {April 2, 1987). 

(4) U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
Letter from Charles L. Elkins, Director, Office 
of Toxic Substances to Carol Stack (CMA). 
(April 2, 1987). 

The record is available for inspection from 
8 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays, in Rm. G-004, NE Mall, 
401 M St., SW., Washington, DC 20460. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 799 
Testing Environmental protection, 
Hazardous substances, Chemicals, 
Recordkeeping and reporting 
requirements. 
Dates: July 1, 1987. 
Victor J. Kimm, 


Assistant Administrator for Pesticides and 
Toxic Substances. 


Therefore, 40 CFR Part 799 is 
amended as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 799 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 2603, 2611, 2625. 

2. In § 799.1054 by revising paragraph 
(a)(2) to read as follows: 
§ 799.1054 1,2,4,5-Tetrachiorobenzene. 

(a) e*eee® 

(2) 1,2,4,5-TCB of at least 97 percent 
purity shall be used as the test 
substance. 
[FR Doc. 87-16003 Filed 7-14-87;8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
46 CFR Part 550 

[Docket No. 87-1} 

Automobile Measurement Rule 


AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Maritime 
Commission amends its rules pertaining 
to the publishing, filing and posting of 
tariffs in domestic offshore commerce to 
permit the rating of automobiles on 
other than a weight or cube 
measurement basis. This final rule also 
indefinitely suspends reference to the 
Federal Maritime Commission’s 
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“Automobile Manufacturers’ 
Measurements” guide. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 14, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert G. Drew, Director, Bureau of 
Domestic Regulation, Federal Maritime 
Commission, 1100 L. Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20573-0001, (202) 523- 
5796. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
proceeding was initiated by the Federal 
Maritime Commission (“Commission” or 
“FMC”") in response to a Petition for 
proposed rulemaking (“Petition”) filed 
by Matson Navigation Company 
(“Matson”). (51 FR 34502). 

The existing Commission regulations 
pertaining to the rating of automobiles 
at 46 CFR 550.5(b)(8)(xiv) require that 
they be rated according to either weight 
or cube. Carriers are required to weigh 
or measure each type of vehicle carried 
or rely upon the figures in “Automobile 
Manufacturers’ Measurements,” which 
is published annually by the 
Commission. 

Matson’s proposed amendment would 
leave in place the requirements 
pertaining to the rating of automobiles 
on a weight or cube basis but would 
permit, as an alternative, the rating of 
automobiles on a per unit basis. 

In its Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(52 FR 4040), the Commission proposed 
an amendment in the form advocated by 
Matson and also requested comment on 
the desirability of deleting the 
automobile rating rule in its entirety. 
The Commission noted that if the rule 
was deleted in its entirety, carriers 
would be free to rate automobiles in the 
same fashion that they rate other types 
of cargo. The alternative would also 
obviate the need for the Commission to 
publish the “Automobile Manufacturers’ 
Measurements.” 

Comments in response to the 
proposed rulemaking were filed by: 
Chrysler Motors (“Chrylser”), Crowley 
Maritime Corporation (“CMC”), the 
State of Hawaii (“Hawaii”), the U.S. 
Department of Transportation (“DOT”), 
Matson and the Guam Rate Agreement 
No. 8454 (“Rate Agreement”). 

Chrysler, CMC, and DOT support 
deletion of the auto measurement rule in 
its entirety. Chrysler wants to simplify 
the rate determination process without 
affecting carrier revenues. Chrysler 
believes the Commission should allow 
sufficient freedom for both carriers and 
shippers to develop workable rate 
schedules to satisfy their needs. CMC 
also notes that automobile 
manufacturers and other large shippers 
(rental car companies) “invariably” 
desire per unit rates as they are much 
simpler and more expedient to 


administer. CMC also advises that it is a 
competitive necessity for FMC regulated 
carriers to have the same rating 
flexibility as carriers regulated by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
which are not precluded from rating 
automobiles on a “per unit” basis. 

Matson argues that to the extent 
automobiles are still freighted on a 
weight or measurement basis, the 
existing requirements are needed to 
preclude the misrating practices which 
gave rise to the rule in the first place. 
The Rate Agreement supports the 
position taken by Matson in its 
comments. 

Although Hawaii supports the 
proposal, it is concerned that a per 
vehicle rating scheme may yield 
different revenues to a carrier. Hawaii 
believes that lower automobile revenues 
are not in the rate payer's interest 
because of the importance of auto 
carriage to this trade. Lower auto 
revenues, allegedly, could result in 
“cross subsidization between 
automobiles and other commodities, and 
depressed revenues,” with any revenue 
deficiency being made up by revenues 
from the carriage of other commodities. 
(Hawaii comments at 3.) Hawaii argues 
that the implementation of a single unit 
rate for automobiles would require the 
unit rate to be set at the average 
revenue level, in order to maintain 
existing automobile revenues. This, 
according to Hawaii, would result in a 
substantial rate increase for small 
automobiles while large automobiles 
would experience a rate reduction. 
Hawaii therefore recommends: 


the establishment of a range of unit rates, 
perhaps three, in number, as opposed to a 
single unit rate. A range of unit rates would 
result in a closer alignment of the unit rate 
with the existing rate, and reduce the 
maximum possible difference between the 
existing and the proposed rating methods. 
(Hawaii comments at 4.) 


Upon consideration of all of the 
comments, the Commission has 
determined that the final rule should 
give carriers the option to rate 
automoblies on a “per unit” basis but 
should continue to set out the 
requirements for rating automoblies on a 
weight or cube basis. 

At the time current rule was 
established the Commission explained 
the need for the rule as follows: 


Because passenger automobiles vary - 
extensively in size and are susceptible to 
mismeasurement it is believed that 
publication of uniform measurements is a 
necessity in order to provide identical 
treatment for all such shipments; to enable 
shippers of automobiles to accurately 
ascertain ocean transportation charges prior 
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to movement; and to facilitate billing of 
automobile shipments by the carrier. 


Uniform Weights and Measurements 
of Automobiles, 9 S.R.R. 148, 149 (1967). 
Chrysler, CMC and DOT have all 
provided cogent arguments in favor of 
giving carriers the flexibility to rate 
automobiles on a “per unit” basis. 
However, they have not explained why, 
to the extent carriers may choose to 
continue to rate automobiles on weight 
or cube, a measurement rule is 
unnecessary. 

It is likely that few carriers will 
continue to publish automobile rates on 
a weight or cube basis. Indeed, given the 
wide support for “per unit” rates, it 
seems doubtful whether enough carriers 
will continue to rate automobiles on the 
basis of weight or cube to justify the 
expense of publishing the “Automobile 
Manufacturers’ Measurements.” 
Accordingly, the Commission will not 
publish the “Automobile Manufacturers’ 
Measurements” until it can be 
determined that there is sufficient need 
for the document to justify the expense 
of publication. The parenthetical 
reference to the “Automobile 
Manufacturers’ Measurements” 
contained in § 550.5(b)(8)(xiv) will be 
indefinitely suspended. 

The Commission has considered the 
concerns of Hawaii over the effects of 
“unit pricing” and has determined not to 
modify the final rule as Hawaii suggests. 
“Per unit” rates are based on the cost of 
service and do not discriminate among 
commodities on the basis of the “value 
of service” or “what the traffic will 
bear.” This fact does not render them 
unlawful “per se.” ? Whether a given 
“per unit” rate is discriminatory, unfair 
or otherwise unlawful depends on the 
facts peculiar to that rate. It would be 
premature for the Commission to 
attempt to formulate a rule of general 
application to deal with a problem that 
has not been shown to exist. 

The Chairman of the Federal Maritime 
Commission certifies pursuant to section 
605(b) of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 
5 U.S.C. 601, et seq., that this rule will 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities, including small businesses, 
small organizational units or small 
governmental jurisdictions. The primary 
economic impact of this rule would be 
on domestic offshore common carriers 
which generally are not small eutities. 


1 See Agreement No. 9955-1 A/S Billabong; 
Westfal-Larsen and Co. A/S; Fred. Olsen and Co. 
and Star Shipping A/S, 18 F.M.C. 426, 472 (1975). 
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List of Subjects in 46 CFR Part 550 


Publishing, Filing and posting of tariffs 
in domestic offshore commerce. 

Therefore, for the reasons set forth 
above, Part 550 of Title 46, Code of 


Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows: 


PART 550—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 550 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 553; 46 U.S.C. app. 812, 
814, 815, 817(a), 820, 833a, 841a and 843-847. 


2. In § 550.5(b)(8)(xiv), the 
introductory text is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 550.5 Contents of tariffs. 


* s * * * 


eset 


(8) cero 

(xiv) Automobile rates. If rates for 
automobiles are published on a weight 
or measurement basis, one of the 
following rules (i.e., (A) or (B)) must be 
employed in its entirety: 
" 3. In § 550.5(b)(8)(xiv)(A), the 
parenthetical language in which reads, 
“(Alternatively, the carrier may state ‘as 
shown in Federal Maritime Commission 
publication, Automobile Manufacturers’ 
Measurements.’),” is suspended 
indefinitely. 


By the Commission. 
Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-16037 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


49 CFR Part 1130 
[Docket No. 37130 (Sub-No. 4] 


Special Docket Proceedings- 
Exemption From Letter of intent 
Requirement invoiving Amounts of 
$25,000 or Less 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rules. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is adopting 


revised rules that would eliminates the 
letter of intent requirement in special 
docket cases involving reparations or 
waivers of under charges of $25,000 or 
less. This change in agency procedure 
will save carriers, shippers, and the 
Commission substantial and costly 
paperwork and will protect the shipping 
public by also requiring that letters of 


disposition still required of such cases 
will be kept in a public file for 3 years. 


DATES: Comments of those opposed to 
the revision are due on August 4, 1987. 
Absent opposition, the rules will become 
effective on August 14, 1987. If adverse 
comments are received, the 
effectiveness of the decision will be 
postponed by a document published in 
the Federal Register, pending a further 
decision. 


aporess: An original and, if possible, 
ten copies of negative comments should 
be sent to: Room 4310, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
DC 20423. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lawrence C. Herzig, (202) 275-7358. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Additional information is contained in 
the Commission's decision. To obtain a 
copy of the full decision, contact The 
Office of the Secretary, Room 2215, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 12th 
Street and Constitution Ave. NW., 
Washington, DC 20423 or call (202) 275— 
7428 or 7358. 


The Commission certifies that 
petitioners’ proposed rules will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
These final rules rules will allow 
carriers to save clerical costs and allow 
for speedier waiver of undercharges and 
reparations. 

This action does not significantly 
affect either the quality of the human 
environment or energy conservation. 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 10707, and 5 
U.S.C. 553. 


List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1130 


Administrative practice and 
procedure. 

Decided: June 24, 1987. 

By the Commission, Chairman Gradison, 
Vice Chairman Lamboley, Commissioners 
Sterrett, Andre, and Simmons. Commissioner 
Simmons dissented with a separate 
expression. Vice Chairman Lamboley 
dissented. 

Noreta R. McGee, 
Secretary. 


Appendix 


Title 49, Part 1130, of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as 
follows: 


PART 1130—INFORMAL COMPLAINTS 
1. The authority citation for Part 1130 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 10707; 5 
U.S.C. 553 and 559. 
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§ 1130.2 [Amended] 

2. In the first sentence of § 1130.2(e)(1) 
introductory text, the amount 
“$10,000.00” is revised to read 
“$25,000.00”. 

3. In the seventh sentence of the 
concluding paragraph of § 1130.2(e)(1), 
the amount “$10,000.00” is revised to 
read “$25,000.00”. 

4. In the first sentence of 
§ 1130.2(e)(2), introductory text, the 
amount “$10,000.00” is revised to read 

5. In the penultimate sentence of 
§ 1130.2(e)(2), the amount “$10,000.00” is 
revised to read “$25,000.00”. 


[FR Doc. 87-15986 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


50 CFR Part 215 
[Docket No. 70477-7142] 


Subsistence Taking of North Pacific 
Fur Seals 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 


ACTION: Final notice of harvest levels. 


SUMMARY: The 1986 rule on Subsistence 
Taking of North Pacific Fur Seals 
requires NMFS to publish annually, in 
the Federal Register, a summary of the 
data obtained from the previous year's 
harvest and a discussion of the number 
of seals expected to be taken that year 
to meet the subsistence needs of the 
Aleut residents of the Pribilof Islands. 
NMFS published this notice and request 
for public comments on May 7, 1987. 
Following a 30-day public comment 
period, NMFS is publishing a final notice 
of the expected harvest levels for 1987, 
as follows 


St. George Island: 530-1,000 

St. Paul Island: 1,600-3,000 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Steven Zimmerman, (Alaska Regional 
Office), 907-586-7233, or Georgia 
Cranmore, 202-673-5351. 


Background 


In 50 CFR 215.32(b), the 1986 rule on 
Subsistence Taking of North Pacific Fur 
Seals (51 FR 24828, July 9, 1986) requires 
NMFS to publish annually, in the 
Federal Register, a report on the 
previous year’s harvest and a discussion 
of the expected number of seals needed 
for the current year to meet the 





subsistence needs of the Aleuts on each 

island. A notice summarizing the 1986 

harvest and providing estimates of the 

number of seals which may be taken in 

1987 was published on May 7, 1987 (52 

FR 17307), for a 30-day public comment 

period. The following groups and 

individuals provided written comments 
on this notice: 

Humane Society of the United States, 
Mrs. Judith C. Johnson, Center for 
Environmental Education, Greenpeace 
U.S.A., Friends of Animals, Inc., 
Tanadgusix Corporation, St. Paul 
Island 


Response to Public Comments 
(1) Expected Harvest Levels 


As discussed in the notice of May 7, 
1987 (52 FR 17309) it is difficult to 
provide an estimate of Pribilof Island 
subsistence needs since a subsistence- 
only harvest has been conducted for 
only two seasons and the available data 
on subsistence needs are limited. In 
addition, the current economic 
conditions on the islands could 
influence the amount of subsistence 
meat needed per household. Expected 
harvest levels for 1987 published in our 
May 7 notice were 1,600-4,000 for St. 
Paul Island and 530-1,320 for St. George. 
The lower end of the St. Paul Island 
range is based on the 1986 harvest level. 
The upper end reflects the take in 1985. 
St. George Island harvest levels in 1986 
were judged to be unreliable indicators 
of subsistence need because of events 
outlined in the May 7 notice. 
Accordingly, we projected the take on 
St. George based on the smaller (by 
about two-thirds) Aleut population on 
this island. 

One commenter agreed with the range 
estimates but emphasized that “the take 
should be curtailed as much as 
possible” because of the decline in the 
fur seal population. Two commenters 
supported the lower ends of the ranges 
for both islands, but though the upper 
ends were too high. One of these 
commenters “concedes that a range is 
preferable to setting no limit at all”, but 
urges NMFS to acquire “the kinds of 
data it needs to set a specific number in 
the future.” This commenter 
recommends an upper end to the 
expected level on St. Paul of 2,500 seals, 
since only a portion of the seal meat 
taken in 1985 was actually consumed. 
The upper end of the St. George range 
should be reduced in proportion, 
according to this commenter. 

Another commenter also believes that 
the 3,384 seals taken on St. Paul in 1985 
do not constitute a valid basis for the 
upper estimate published in our May 7 
notice. This commenter does not 


recommend a specific upper number but 
urges “utmost caution be exercised 
when considering an increase above the 
lower bound”, i.e., 1,600. One 
commenter opposes the estimates of 
subsistence as “excessive and 
unsupported by the evidence.” Based on 
an examination of harvest data, 
including meat storage, during 1985, the 
commenter believes that only 1,000 seals 
were actually used for subsistence on 
St. Paul in 1985. And while conceding 
that, based on 1986 data, approximately 
1,600 seals is an appropriate end point 
for St. Paul, the commenter concludes 
that it should be the upper end of the 
estimate for 1987, not the lower. Thus, 
this commenter recommends 1,000 to 
1,587 on St. Paul, and 333 to 525 on St. 
George. 

One commenter opposed subsistence 
taking claiming that “any kill of the 
northern fur seal during its tenuous 
grasp on survival is morally and 
biologically unacceptable.” NMFS 
would like to point out that the Fur Seal 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 1151, and the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act (MMPA), 16 
U.S.C. 1361, provide for the subsistence 
taking of fur seals by the Pribilovians. 
Subsistence harvests are permitted even 
if the population is designated as 
depleted under the MMPA. No other 
commenters questioned the fact that 
there are legitimate subsistence needs 
for fur seal meat on the Pribilof Islands. 
Indeed, one group that provided written 
comments emphasized that it 
“recognizes and respects the 
subsistence requirements of the Aleut 
residents of St. Paul and St. George 
Islands. For two hundred years fur seals 
have contributed to their dietary 
requirements and their culture evolved 
around the long regime of the 
commercial hunt.” 

Tanadgusix Corporation (TDX), the 
native village corporation on St. Paul 
Island, was the only commenter 
representing the Pribilovians. TDX 
restated the dietary needs of 
Pribilovians for seal meat and said 
NMFS failed to mention that “the Aleut 
people including those in the Aleutians 
have been harvesting the fur seals 
before recorded time; and as of this date 
not only do the Pribilof Aleuts rely on 
the fur seal meat but so do the Aleuts in 
the Aleutians. In recent times families 
would ship fur seal meat to families 
living in the Aleutians and the big 
cities." NMFS cautions TDX that the 
right to barter subsistence products is 
limited by statute, and advises prior 
consultation in writing before any large- 
scale barter operation is begun. 

Regarding the expected harvest levels, 
TDX stated— 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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Seal liver has also been a major source of 
our necessary nutrients. In the past we could 
freeze enough liver to last the long 
winters. . . . With federal regulations 
limiting us to two or three seals, we can only 
provide liver for a one month supply. The 
Pribilofs have very few days of sunshine and 
fresh vegetables are hard to come by. So we 
need to harvest enough fur seals to provide 
an ample supply of liver for the whole year to 
supplement these nutritional needs. Our past 
estimates of harvesting needs just for St. Paul 
Island is from 6,000 to 11,000 seals. 


In 50 CFR 215.31, it states that— 


Pribilovians may take fur seals on the 
Pribilof Islands if such taking is— 

(a) For subsistence uses, and 

(b) Not accomplished in a wasteful manner. 


Definitions of “subsistence uses” and 
“wasteful manner” are found at 50 CFR 
215.2 (h) and (i), respectively. As stated 
in the preamble to the 1986 subsistence 
rule (51 FR 24832), 


Based upon a review of all pertinent 
literature, public testimony and written 
comments, the NMFS considers the removal 
and consumption of the following seal parts 
to constitute substantial use which would be 
consistent with the requirement that the 
taking of seals not be accomplished in a 
wasteful manner: all hearts, livers, flippers, 
breasts, shoulders, and other readily 
utilizable tissues and organs, a limited 
number of backbones, and some, but not 
necessarily all, rib sections. 


Killing of fur seals merely for their 
livers would not be consistent with the 
regulations, and thus, the claim for a 
subsistence need of 6,000 to 11,000 on 
this basis must be denied. 

Of particular concern to NMFS is 
TDX's statement that ‘Many families 
were without food this year. The church 
had to plead to the village to set up a 
food bank to help meet these families 
basic needs.” TDX appears to believe 
that this is the result of the subsistence 
rule. TDX states that— 


Our people are unjustly being over 
regulated. We are forced by regulation and 
intimidated by federal agents to do an 
inefficient harvest and take home parts of 
seal meat we never had to eat in the past. We 
must now take a majority of the seal meat 
and bones which take up valuable freezer 
space. Two seals or less will completely fill 
up one freezer. Our people can no longer 
freeze enough meat for the winter supply 
because of the massive space the bones and 
non choice meat takes up. 


If freezer capacity is a problem, the 
NMFS urges the Pribilovians to consult 
with the NMFS representatives on the 
island during the harvest about 
reasonable butchering practices. At a 
minimum, ribs and backbone portions 
could be consumed fresh, while more 
compact portions could be frozen or 
salted for future use. 
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NMFS is pleased to note increasing 
agreement on expected harvest levels. 
Of the five commenters who provided 
numbers for these estimates, three 
agreed with the lower bounds for both 
islands provided in the May 7 notice. 
According to 50 CFR 215.32 (e)(1)(iii) 
and (e)(3), if the lower end of the range 
of the estimated subsistence level is 
reached, the NMFS must suspend the 
harvest. If a suspension is issued under 
50 CFR 215.32(e)(1)(iii), it may not 
exceed 48 hours. During this time a 
review of harvest data is conducted to 
assess whether or not the subsistence 
needs of the Pribilovians have been 
satisfied. If the harvest is not suspended 
under this criteria (50 CFR 
215.32(e)(1)(i)), NMFS must provide a 
revised estimate of the remaining 
number of seals required to satisfy the 
Pribilovians’ subsistence needs. 

On the other hand, the arguments for 
lowering the upper end of the ranges 
have some merit. The 3,384 seals taken 
on St. Paul in 1985 did include some 
whose meat was destined for St. George 
Island (about 18,000 Ibs.), before St. 
George had a proportional and separate 
subsistence estimate. In addition, some 
meat from this harvest was clearly 
wasted due to inefficient preserving 
methods. The alternative estimates 
proposed for St. Paul Island by 
commenters were 1,000 as a lower end, 
and 1,587 and 2,500 as upper bounds. 
The NMFS must reject the 1,000 seals- 
estimate as a possible lower bound of 
subsistence needs on St. Paul Island in 
1987. The actual take in 1986 by August 
8 was 1,228. An additional 539 animals 
were requested during an approved 
harvest extension, but-were not taken 
because an excess of females 
terminated the harvest before the end of 
the extenstion period. Unless we could 
demonstrate that the needs of the people 
on St. Paul Island for fur seal meat in 
1987 are less than in 1986, the lower 
bound of the subsistence need estimate 
must be no less than 1,587. 

Regarding the upper bound, the 
evidence is less explicit. Because 
employment levels have fluctuated 
widely on the Pribilof Islands and 
economic conditions are currently 
unpredictable, the Pribilovians’ need for 
seal meat may increase. NMFS is 
reluctant to provide the public with an 
unrealistically low upper bound to the 
expected harvest levels. The upper 
bound is not to be construed as 
permission to take that level. Daily 
monitoring of the harvest by the NMFS 
will provide information on which to 
base any finding that subsistence needs 
have been satisfied and/or that the 
harvest should be suspended. Based on 


a review of all comments and the 1985 
harvest data, NMFS is revising 
downward the upper end of the 
expected harvest level on St. Paul from 
the 4,000 estimate provided in the May 7 
notice to 3,000. Thus, expected 
subsistence harvest levels on both 
islands, as of June 30, are as follows: 

St. Paul Island: 1,600-3,000 

St. George Island: 530-1,000 


(2) Extension of the Harvest Season 
Beyond August 8 


As discussed in the May 7 notice, in 
1986 both islands were granted 
extensions to take seals for subsistence 
until September 30. St. Paul ceased 
harvesting on August 8 and resumed, 
under an approved extension, on 
September 27. 

Unfortunately, of the 71 animals 
harvested that day, 12 were found to be 
females. It appears that the risk of 
taking female seals when harvesting 
after August 8, as documented in the 
preamble of the subsistence rule and 
reflected in 50 CFR 215.32(f)(2), is great, 
especially so late in the extended 
season. Although certain Pribilovians 
commented during the rulemaking 
process that they could easily 
distinguish female seals from the 
authorized males, this is obviously not 
the case, at least in late September 
when young animals of both sexes 
comingle on the harvesting grounds. 

Two commenters recommended that 
no extensions be granted in 1987 for 
subsistence harvests after August 8. 
Another commenter urged NMFS to 
“make a very strict and critical analysis 
of any request for an extension beyond 
that August 8 closing date for the 
harvest.” All three commenters had 
supported extensions in 1986. 

NMFS strongly urges the Pribilovians 
to satisfy their subsistence needs for fur 
seal meat during the season June 30- 
August 8. The purpose of an extension is 
to accommodate those small-scale, 
family hunts which allow for more 
discriminate taking over a longer period 
of time. Any request for an extension 
will receive very critical and thorough 
review by the NMFS and the concerned 
public in 1987 in light of the increased 
female take that occurred after the 
extension on St. Paul in 1986. 


(3) Commercial Use of Subsistence 
Products 


The TXD Corporation made the 
following statement in their comments 
on the May 7 notice— 


Because of these restrictive regulations and 
the financial burden of conducting the 
harvest, as was done under the commercial 
harvest, except with no rights to sell our 
traditional furs to return the expenditures: we 
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just technically can not harvest the required 
number of seals to meet our basic needs. If 
the Federal Government wants a truly 
regulated harvest similar to the organized 
commercial harvest, it must allow the Aleuts 
their traditional rights to sell the skins and 
other noneatable products to finance the 
organized harvest, or the government must 
compensate and subsidize the organized 
harvest. 


As discussed in the preamble to the 
subsistence rule (51 FR 24830-24831, July 
9, 1986), four groups recommended in 
their comments on the proposed rule 
that the harvest methods developed 
during the time of the commercial 
harvest (i.e., short season, large-scale 
drives and daily harvests utilizing paid 
sealers) be abandoned in favor of a 
family hunt more in keeping with other 
Alaskan Native marine mammal 
subsistence harvests. The Aleut 
Community of St. Paul Island requested 
in 1986 that the rule provide for a 
nonpaying “family hunt” involving the 
use of between 4 and 10 Aleut sealers 
experienced in the traditional hunt 
techniques. They felt that the less 
intrusive nature and smaller scale of the 
family hunt should justify a longer 
harvest season. The Traditional Village 
Council of St. George Island in 1986, also 
recommended a “family-style”, 
individualized harvest by experienced 
sealers or Pribilovians under the 
tutelage of experienced sealers. They 
promised that efforts would be made to 
avoid taking females and causing 
unnecessary disturbances of the 
rookeries. 

In the final subsistence rule, NMFS 
adopted the idea of a family hunt. We 
ensured that regulatory provisions that 
delineated the allowable harvest 
methods afforded the Pribilovians the 
opportunity to use small household 
groups and take seals at a slower rate 
over a longer period of time. As 
discussed above, the provision outlining 
possible extensions of the harvest 
season after August 8 was designed to 
accommodate the family hunt. 

NMFS is unable to understand why 
the subsistence harvest has become a 
“financial burden” to TDX. We need to 
know where costs are being incurred so 
that we can recommend alternative 
procedures that are within the scope of 
the subsistence rule. Regarding the sale 
of skins or other by-products, section 
109(f)(2) of the MMPA and 50 CFR 215.33 
are clear that only handicrafted, 
nonedible by-products may be sold. 
NMFS cannot allow the commercial use 
of raw seal parts. 

Another commenter recommended 
“that NMFS establish a stringent 
monitoring system to ensure that the 
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element of commerce is not a motivating 
factor in the Aleut’s determination of 
subsistence requirements and that the 
pelts and other nonedible by-products 
be recorded and inventoried with NMFS 
and accounted for as they are 
consumed, transported, worked into 
handicrafts, and sold.” NMFS 
representatives will be on the islands to 
observe the subsistence harvest and 
record harvest data, as required by our 
subsistence rule. Disposition of skins 
and other by-products will be noted. 


(4) Effects on the Fur Seal Population 


On commenter asked why NMFS has 
not published “an analysis of heavy 
metal contaminants—or mortality 
factors—attributed to the unexplained 
deaths—in 1986—of 100 seals located in 
rookeries.” The death of about 100 seals 
found on St. George rookeries last 
August remains unexplained. Results of 
an analysis of tissue samples for heavy 
metal and pesticide concentrations did 
not provide a cause of death, nor did 
necropsies performed by a veterinarian 
at the scene. 

One commenter is concerned that 
younger animals are being taken in the 
subsistence harvests, compared to the 
commercial harvests, and asks that 
“efforts should be made to limit the 
taking to 3 to 5 year olds.” The 
subsistence rule prohibits the taking of 
pups and limits the subsistence harvest 
to subadult males less than 124.5 
centimeters in length to protect the 
breeding stock of this population. The 
size of the pelt was a consideration 
during the commercial harvest era and 
3—4 year-olds were most commonly 
taken. Now, the emphasis has shifted to 
a food harvest, and the, presumably, 
better-tasting 2-year-olds are preferred. 
There is no biological reason and no 
applicable statutory restriction that 
might provide a basis for encouraging 
the taking of older animals. 

One commenter claims that “over 
fishing” in the Bering Sea is the cause of 
the decline of fur seals, and asks “Do we 
see a federal regulation to control the 
disastrous impact to the fur seal 
population? No! They are much too 
important and create a lot of taxable 
income. It is much easier to shift the 
regulation to a more emotional 
campaign, the Aleut Harvest.” On 
December 30, 1986, NMFS proposed a 
rule (51 FR 47155) to designate the 
Pribilof fur seals as depleted under the 
MMPA. Although it will not affect the 
subsistence harvest, this rule will 
provide additional restrictions on taking 
from this population, including taking in 
the course of commercial fishing. In the 
preamble to the depletion rule, we 
discuss the possible effects of the 


groundfish fishery in the North Pacific 
Ocean on the availability of food for fur 
seals. NMFS concluded that food is not 
a limiting factor for this population and 
the cause of the decline is related to an 
increased mortality of juvenile seals at 
sea. It is the opinion of NMFS that the 
subsistence harvests of 1985 and 1986 
had no effect on the recovery of this 
population to higher levels. 

This commenter also noted the 
grounding of a crab-processing vessel on 
St. Paul this year and claimed that this 
wreck is “a definite negative impact to 
the fur seal population.” An NMFS 
representative visited the island during 
the week of June 8 and observed a 
nearly intact vessel aground about one 
mile from a seal rookery. All fuel has 
been removed by the U.S. Coast Guard. 
No threat is believed to exist to the fur 
seal population. 

(5) Timing of this Notice 

One commenter strongly criticized 
NMFS for publishing the first notice 
more than a month later than the April 1 
deadline mentioned in the subsistence 
rule. This commenter stated, “By waiting 
until May 7 to publish the notice, then 
allowing the required 30-day comment 
period, the agency will be hard pressed 
to publish its final rule by the June 30 
deadline it set for itself in the permanent 
regulations.” Unfortunately, the notice 
process contemplated in the 1986 
subsistence rule took longer than 
expected in practice. We will begin the 
process much earlier next year and 
make every effort to remedy this 
circumstance in future years. The 
harvest season will begin on June 30 
regardless of the timing of the notice, 
although we understand that St. Paul 
Island does not plan to begin harvesting 
until the week of July 12. 


Dated: July 10, 1987. 
Bill Powell, 


Executive Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 


[FR Doc. 87-15981 Filed 7-10-87; 10:22 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


50 CFR Part 674 
[Docket No. 70619-7119] 
High Seas Salmon Fishery Off Alaska 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of closure. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary of Commerce 
(Secretary) closes on July 13, 1987, the 
commercial salmon fishing season in the 
U.S. Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) off 
Southeastern Alaska for chinook salmon 
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and prohibits commercial fishing for all 
salmon in a small area cf the EEZ. This 
action is necessary to conserve the 
chinook salmon stocks that contribute to 
the Alaska, British Columbia, 
Washington, Oregon, and Idaho salmon 
fisheries. The intent of this action is to 
ensure that the harvest of chinook 
salmon does not exceed the limit 
imposed by the Pacific Salmon 
Commission. This action complements 
similar actions on the commercial troll 
fishery in waters managed by the State 
of Alaska. 


DATES: This notice is effective at 0001 
hours Alaska Daylight time (ADT), 
Monday, July 13, 1987, and will expire at 
2400 hours ADT on September 20, 1987. 
Public comments are invited until 
August 13, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments to Robert 
W. McVey, Director, Alaska Region, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, P.O. 
Box 21668, Juneau, Alaska 99802-1668. 
During the 30-day public comment 
period, the data upon which this notice 
is based will be available for public 
inspection during the hours of 0800 to 
1630 (ADT) Monday through Friday at 
the NMFS Regional Office, Room 453, 
Federal Building, 709 West Ninth Street, 
Juneau, Alaska. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Aven M. Andersen (Fishery 
Management Biologist, NMFS) 907-586- 
7229. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice implements the Pacific Salmon 
Treaty and the Fishery Management 
Plan for the High Seas Salmon Fishery 
(FMP), which was developed and 
amended by the North Pacific Fishery 
Management Council (Council). The 
regulations at 50 CFR Part 674 govern 
the salmon fisheries in the EEZ off the 
coast of Alaska east of 175° east 
longitude. The regulations were issued 
under section 7(a) of Pub. L. 99-5, the 
Pacific Salmon Treaty Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3631 et seg.) and under section 
305 of the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act, as 
amended, (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 


Chapter 3 of Annex IV of the Pacific 
Salmon Treaty limited the 1987 harvest 
by all fisheries in southeast Alaska to 
263,000 chinook salmon, exclusive of 
salmon from Alaska’s new enhancement 
activities. On June 22, 1987, NMFS 
issued a final rule to announce that limit 
and set fishing periods for the 1987 
commercial troll fishery in the EEZ (52 
FR 23450). 

Section 674.23 of the regulations 
provides that the Secretary may modify 
the fishing periods and areas by issuing 
a field order. Any such modification 
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must be based on a determination by the 
Director of the Alaska Region of NMFS 
(Regional Director) that (a) the condition 
of any salmon species is “substantially 
different from the condition anticipated 
in the FMP” and (b) this difference 
requires a modification of the fishing 
times and areas to adequately conserve 
any salmon species. The regulations 
specify the factors the Regional Director 
may consider. The regulations also 
specify that the Secretary must consult 
with the Alaska Department of Fish and 
Game (ADF&G) before he makes his 
modifications. 

In view of these requirements, the 
Regional Director (acting on behalf of 
the Secretary) has consulted with 
ADF&G. Also, he has reviewed the 
information on the 1987 salmon fishery 
to date, has determined that the chinook 
stocks in 1987 are substantially different 
from the condition anticipated in the 
FMP, and has determined that this 
difference in stock condition requires 
that the commercial troll salmon fishery 
in the EEZ be stopped from harvesting 
chinook salmon as of 0001 hours on July 
13, 1987. Finally, he has determined to 
keep the incidental hooking and release 
of chinook to as low a level as 
practicable during the fishery for other 
salmon by closing one small area of the 
EEZ to all commercial salmon fishing. 

On July 7, 1987, the Secretary closed a 
part of the EEZ around the Fairweather 

. Grounds, in cooperation with certain 
closures of state waters by the ADF&G 
to slow down the harvest rate of 
chinook salmon (52 FR 26014). In spite of 
these closures, the rate of chinook 
harvest remained high. The ADF&G 
estimates that by midnight, Sunday, July 
12, 1987, the combined actual and 
forecasted harvests of the commercial 
troll, commercial seine and gillnet and 
sport fisheries in the EEZ and state 


season reports, thus causing the 
inseason estimate of catch and catch- 
per unit-of-effort to be underestimated. 

After the actual harvests have been 
tabulated, if the total falls short of the 
limit, then NMFS and the State of 
Alaska will allow an additional troll 
harvest of chinook salmon before the 
troll season closes on September 20, 
provided that the difference between the 
harvest and the limit is large enough for 
an orderly fishery. 

Because a substantial number of 
chinook salmon will be caught and 
released when fishermen harvest the 
other species of salmon and because a 
high proportion of the released chinook 
will die, the Regional Director and 
ADF&G decided to close certain areas 
known to have high concentrations of 
chinook salmon to all commercial 
salmon fishing. This decision supports a 
provision of the chinook annex of the 
Pacific Salmon Treaty (annex IV, 
chapter 3, paragraph 1(e)) that both 
nations shall ensure that they minimize 
all sources of induced fishing mortality 
of chinook in 1987. 

The entire area of the EEZ off 
southeast Alaska is closed to 
commercial fishing for chinook salmon. 

In addition, the area known as the 
Outer Fairweather Grounds is closed to 
commercial fishing for all salmon 
species. This area is roughly rectangular 
and is defined by lines connecting the 
following points: 

S corner: 57°50.0' N. lat., 138°19.5' W. 


ong. 

E corner: 58°15.9’ N. lat., 137°21.5’ W. 
long. 

N corner: 58°46.7' N. lat., 138°54.5’ W. 
long. 

W corner: 58°24.5’ N. lat., 139°48.8’ W. 
long. 
At the request of the fishermen, we 


. are including Loran C lines as an aid. 


waters should have reached 260,000 ¥ The closed area is approximately 


chinook salmon, or 3,000 short of the 
limit. Past experience, however, has 
shown that inseason troll catch reports 
are normally lower than the end-of-the- 


bounded on the southeast by Loran C 
line 7960-Y-29150, on the northeast 
(landward side) by Loran C line 7960-X- 
14660, the northwest by Loran C line 
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7960-Y-29800, and on the southwest 
(seaward side) by Loran C line 7960-X- 
14400 (as shown on chart #16760). 

The closure will become effective 
after this notice has been filed for public 
inspection with the Office of the Federal 
Register and the closure has been 
publicized for 48 hours through 
procedures of the Alaska Department of 
Fish and Game, as prescribed under 
§ 674.23(b)(2). 

Section 674.23(b)(3) requires the 
Secretary to accept and consider public 
comments for 30 days after the effective 
date of notices like this one, which did 
not provide an opportunity for the public 
to comment before it became effective. 
The aggregated data upon which this 
closure was based are available for 
public inspection at the address given 
above. If comments are received, the 
Secretary will reconsider the necessity 
of this action and will publish another 
notice in the Federal Register either 
confirming the notice’s continued effect, 
modifying it, or rescinding it, unless the 
notice has already expired or been 
rescinded. 


Classification 


This action is exempt from sections 4 
through 8 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act, the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, and Executive Order 12291 because, 
as is expressly provided in section 7(a) 
of Pub. L. 99-5, it involves a foreign 
affairs function. It contains no 
requirement for collecting information 
for purposes of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 674 


Fisheries, Fishing, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 3631 et seq.; 16 U.S.C. 
1801 et seg. 

Dated: July 10, 1987. 
Bill Powell, 
Executive Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 87-16065 Filed 7-10-87; 4:47 pm] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 





Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTE 
contains notices to the public of the 


fe i persons 
opportunity to participate in 
making prior to the adoption of 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 87-NM-74-AD] 


Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 747 Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes a new 
airworthiness directive (Ad), applicable 
to certain Boeing Model 747 airplanes 
equipped with an integrated autopilot/ 
flight director and a Landing Rollout 
Control Unit (LRCU) computer, Part 
Number 60B0013-759, which would 
require certain revisions to the Airplane 
Flight Manual (AFM) concerning landing 
operations, and the installation of a 
placard on the instrument panel. This 
proposal is prompted by an incident of 
excessive airplane roll during 
touchdown. This condition, if not 
corrected, could result in contact of the 
engine nacelle with the runway upon 
landing, or cause the aircraft to run off 
the side of the runway. 


DATES: Comments must be received no 
later than September 4, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel (Attn: ANM-103), Attention: 
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 87-NM- 
74-AD, 17900 Pacific Highway South, C- 
68966, Seattle, Washington 98168. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Frank vanLeynseele, Systems and 
Equipment Branch, ANM-130S; 
telephone (206) 431-1948. Mailing 
address: FAA, Northwest Mountain 
Region, 17900 Pacific Highway South, C- 
68966, Seattle, Washington, 98168. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket 
number and be submitted in duplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before | 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for - 
examination by interested persons. A 
report summarizing each FAA/public © 
contact concerned with the substance of 
this proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 


Availability of NPRM 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Office of 
the Regional Counsel (Attn: ANM-103), 
Attention: Airworthiness Rules Docket 
No. 87-NM-74-AD, 17900 Pacific 
Highway South, C-68966, Seattle, 
Washington 98168. 

Discussion 

Certain Boeing Model 747 airplanes 
are equipped with an integrated 
autopilot/flight director which have 
Landing Rollout Control Unit (LRCU) | 
computers, Part Number 60B00013-759. 
This proposed action is applicable only 
to those Model 747 airplanes equipped 
with the -759 computer with the roll-out 
feature removed or not installed. 

Investigation of a recent incident 
involving a Model 747 airplane has 
revealed that, under certain cross-wind 
conditions, the signals from the 
localizer, heading rate, and cross track 
acceleration can result in large, 
inappropriate aileron deflections 
throughout the touchdown phase of an 
automatic landing. A combination of the 
erroneous aileron input and a wind gust 
upset can cause wing bank angle large 
enough to result in ground contact of an 
engine nacelle or cause the aircraft to 
run off the side of the runway. To 
prevent this from occurring, the autoland 
system must be disengaged before 
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reaching 50 feet above ground level 
(AGL) on approach to landing. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop on other Model airplanes 
equipped with the -759 LRCU computer 
that has roll-out feature removed or not 
installed, an AD is proposed which 
would require the flight crew to 
manually disengage the autoland at an 
altitude above 50 feet (AGL) and 
complete the landing and ground rollout 
manually. An AFM revision would be 
required to instruct the pilots in this 
revised procedure. A placard indicating 
“Disconnect Autopilot prior to 50 feet 
AGL” would be required to be placed on 
the instrument panel in view of both the 
Captain and First Officer. 

It is estimated that 4 airplanes of U.S. 
registry would be affected by this AD. 
The only costs to operators would be 
those associated with revising pages of 
the FAA-approved AFM and installation 
of a placard, which can be 
manufactured locally. It would take 
approximately one manhour per 
airplane to accomplish these required 
actions. The average labor cost would 
be $40 per manhour. Based on these 
figures, the total cost impact of the AD 
on U.S. operators is estimated to be 
$160. 

For these reasons, the FAA has 
determined that this document (1) 
involves a proposed regulation which is 
not major under Executive Order 12291 
and (2) is not a significant rule pursuant 
to the Department of Transportation 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and it is 
further certified under the criteria of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act that this 
proposed rule, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
because of the minimal cost of 
compliance per airplane ($40). A copy of 
a draft regulatory evaluation prepared 
for this action is contained in the 
regulatory docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 
Aviation safety, Aircraft. 
The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR 39.13) as follows: 
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PART 39—{ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 


§ 39.13 [Amended] 


2. By adding the following new 
airworthiness directive: 

Boeing: Applies to Model 747 series 
airplanes, equipped with the autopilot/ 
flight director which has the Landing 
Rollout Control Unit (part number 
60B00013-759) with the rollout function 
not installed or previously removed, 
certificated in any category. Compliance 
required within 15 days after the 
effective date of this AD, unless 
previously accomplished. 

To prevent engine contact with the runway 
as a result of excessive airplane roll near 
touch down, accomplish the following: 

A. Incorporate the following into the 
Limitations Section of the Airplane Flight 
Manual (AFM). This may be accomplished by 
inserting a copy of this AD in the AFM. 

“Disconnect Autopilot prior to 50 feet AGL 
during approach to land.” 

B. Install a placard in plain view of both 
the Captain and Flight Officer, which reads 
as follows: “Disconnect Autopilot prior to 50 
feet AGL.” 

C. An alternate means of compliance or 
adjustment of compliance time, which 
provide an acceptable level of safety, may be 
used when approved by the Manager, Seattle 
Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region. 

D. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base for the 
accomplishment of the requirements of by 
thisAD. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on July 7, 
1987. 

Wayne J. Barlow, 

Director, Northwest Mountain Region. 

[FR Doc. 87-15971 Filed 7-14-87; 6:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-m 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-9] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


summary: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of nine Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 


This proposal is Phase Il of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 27, 1987. 

appresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA-9, 
Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-9.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 


commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 
Availability of NPRM’s 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-4384. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM’s should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71} to 
the descriptions of V-1, V-2, V-3, V-14, 
V-16, V-29, V-31, V-33 and V-34 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
Currently, east coast traffic flows are 
saturated and compressed in the New 
York metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta, GA; and New York areas. 
Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations was republished in 
Handbook 7400.6C dated January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves and 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” 
under Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
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that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[AMENDED] 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348({a), 1354(a), 1510; 
EO 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§71.123 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 

V-1 [Amended] 

By removing the words “to Coyle,” and 
substituting the words “Coyle; INT Coyle 
036°T(046°M) and Kennedy, NY, 209°T(221°M) 
radials; Kennedy; Deer Park, NY; Madison, 
CT; to Hartford, CT;” 


V-2 [Amended] 
By removing the words “Gardner; to 


Lawrence, MA.” and substituting the words 
“to Gardner.” 


V-3 [Amended] 


By removing the words “Linden, VA, 
Shawnee, VA; Martinsburg, WV; 
Westminster, MD; Modena, PA;” and 
substituting the words “INT Gordonsville 
331°T(337°M) and Martinsburg, WV, 
216°T(223°M) radials; Martinsburg; 
Westminster, MD; INT Westminster 
048°T(056°M) and Modena, PA, 258°M(267°M) 
radials; Modena PA;” and also by removing 
the words “INT Hartford 004° and Boston, 
MA, 251° radials;” and substituting the words 
“INT Hartford 075°T(088°M) and Providence, 
RI, 008°T(022°M) radials; INT Providence 
008°T(022°M) and Boston, MA, 223°T(238°M) 
radials;” 


V-14 [Amended] 


By removing the words “INT Gardner 195° 
and Norwich, CT, 351° radials; Norwich.” and 
substituting the words “to Norwich, CT.” 


V-16 [Amended] 


By removing the words “Kennedy, NY;” 
and substituting the words “INT Coyle 


036°T(046°M) and Kennedy, NY, 209°T(221°M) 
radials; Kennedy;” 


V-29 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Syracuse, NY;” 
and substituting the words “INT Binghamton 
005°T(015°M) and Syracuse, NY, 
169°T(180°M) radials; Syracuse;” 

V-31 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Harrisburg, PA;” 
and substituting the words “INT Baltimore 
004°T(012°M) and Harrisburg, PA, 
147°T(157°M) radials; Harrisburg;” 


V-33 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Harrisburg, PA;” 
and substituting the words “INT Baltimore 
004°T(012°M) and Harrisburg, PA, 
147°T(157°M) radials; Harrisburg. 

V-34 [Revised] 

From Kleinburg, ON, Canada, INT 
Kleinburg 113°T(122°M) and Rochester, NY, 
309°T(318°M) radials; Rochester; Hancock, 
NY; INT Hancock 091°T(102°M) and 
Delancey, NY 119°T(130°M) radials; INT 
Delancey 119°T(130°M) and Pawling, NY, 
281°T(293°M) radials; Pawling; Madison, CT; 
INT Madison 142°T(155°M) and Sandy Point, 
RI, 269°T(284°M) radials; Sandy Point; to 
Nantucket, MA. The airspace within Canada 
and R-5207 is excluded. The airspace within 
R-5202 and R-4105 is excluded during times 
of use. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 7, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 

Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 

[FR Doc. 87-15960 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-11] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of five Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP);. 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston; MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
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implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 27, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA- 
11, Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 


The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9255. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-11.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
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comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM's 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM's should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-91, V-93, V-99, V- 
106, and V-116 located in the vicinity of 
New York. Currently, east coast traffic 
flows are saturated and compressed in 
the New York metropolitan area to the 
point that substantial delays are 
experienced daily. To alleviate the 
congestion, which causes delays, this 
proposed EECP would provide optimum 
use of airspace along the heavily 
traveled coastal corridors between New 
York and Florida and reduce departure/ 
arrival delays in the Boston, MA; 
Chicago, IL; Atlanta, GA; and New York 
areas. Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Handbook 7400.6C dated 
January 2, 1987 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” 
under Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule’ under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
Airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§71.123 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 

V-81 [Amended] 

By removing the words “INT Calverton 
332° and Pawling, NY, 139° radials; Pawling; 
INT Pawling 342° and Albany, NY, 181° 
radials; Albany;” and substituting the words 
“Bridgeport, CT; Albany NY;" 


V-93. [Amended] 


By removing the words “INT Baltimore 004° 
and Lancaster, PA, 204° radials;” and 
substituting the words “INT Baltimore 
004°T(012°M) and Lancaster, PA, 
214°T(223°M) radials;” and also by removing 
the words “INT Lake Henry 056° and 
Pawling, NY, 274° radials; Pawling;” and 
substituting the words “INT Lake Henry 
078°T(088°M) and Kingston, NY, 270°T(282°M) 
radials; Kingston; Pawling, NY;” 

V-99 [Revised] 
From LaGuardia, NY, via INT LaGuardia 


043°T(055°M) and Hartford, CT, 245°T(258°M) 
radials; to Hartford. 
V-106 [Amended] 

By removing the words “INT Lake Henry 
056° and Pawling, NY, 274° radials; Pawling; 
Barnes, MA; Gardner, MA; INT Gardner 041° 
and Manchester, NH, 249° radials; 
Manchester;” and substituting the words 
“INT Lake Henry 068° and Pawling, NY, 281° 
radials; Pawling; Barnes, MA; Gardner, MA; 
Manchester, NH;” 


V-116 [Amended] 


By removing the words “Lake Henry, PA; 
INT Lake Henry 110° and Deer Park, NY, 296° 
radials; Deer Park.” and substituting the 
words “INT Stonyfork 098°T(106°M) and 
Wilkes-Barre, PA, 310°T(320°M) radials; 
Wilkes-Barre; INT. Wilkes-Barre 084°T(094°M) 
and Sparta, NJ, 300°T(311°M) radials; to 
Sparta.” 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 7, 1987 
Shelomo Wugalter, 

Acting Manager, Airspace-rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 

[FR Doc. 87-15959 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-13] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Pian; 
Phase ll 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


summary: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of four Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, FL; 
Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 27, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA- 
13, Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 





Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-13.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting 4 request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM’s should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-146, V-151, V-153 
and V-157 located in the vicinity of New 
York. Currently, east coast traffic flows 
are saturated and compressed in the 
New York metropolitan area to the point 
that substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/arrivals 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 


Atlanta, GA; and New York areas. 
Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations was republished in 
Handbook 7400.6C dated January 2, 
1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical : 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354{a), 1510; 
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12,1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§71.1.123 [Amended] 

2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 
V-146 [Amended] 

By removing the words “From Putnam, 
CT;” and substituting the words “From 


Albany, NY; Chester, MA; Barnes, MA; 
Putnam, CT;” 


V-151 [Amended] 
By removing the words “Providence; 


Gardner, MA;” and substituting the words 
“Providence; Putnam, CT; Gardner, MA;” 


V-153 [Revised] 


From Lake Henry, PA; Georgetown, NY; 
Syracuse, NY. 


V-157 [Amended] 


By removing the words “Dupont, DE; 
Robbinsville, NJ; Colts Neck, NJ;” and 
substituting the words “Woodstown, NJ; 
Robbinsville, NJ; INT Robbinsville 
044°T(054°M) and LaGuardia, NY, 
209°T(221°M) radials; LaGuardia; INT 
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LaGuardia 032°T(044°M) and Deer Park, NY, 
326°T(338°M) radials; INT Deer Park 
326°T(338°M) and Kingston, NY, 191°T(203°M) 
radials;” 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 7, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 


Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-15973 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-17] 
Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 


Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions cf three Federal 
airways and revoke one Federal airway 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
Fl; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 28, 1987. 


ADDRESS: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: 


Director, FAA, Eastern Region, 
Attention: Manager, Air Traffic 
Division, Docket No. 87-AWA-17, 
Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 


The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250 . 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-17.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM’s should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
alter the descriptions of V-273, V-292 
and V-308 and to revoke V-373 located 
in the vicinity of New York. Currently, 
east coast traffic flows are saturated 
and compressed in the New York 
metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, whch 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta, GA; Miami, FL; and New York 
areas. Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Handbook 7400.6C dated 
January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects In 14 CFR Part 71 
Aviation safety, VOR Federal airways 
The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 
§71.123 [Amended] 

2. §71.123 is amended as follows: 
V-273 [Revised] 

From INT Huguenot, NY, 134°T(145°M) and 


Solberg, NJ, 044°T(054°M) radials; Huguenot; 
INT Huguenot 298°T(309°M) and Hancock, 


26489 


NY, 148°T(159°M) radials; Hancock; 
Georgetown, NY; 6 miles wide, Syracuse, NY. 
V-292 [Revised] 

From Hancock, NY; INT Hancock 
091°T(102°M) and Barnes, MA, 265°T(279°M) 
radials; Barnes; to Boston, MA. 

V-308 [Revised] 

From Nottingham, MD; Waterloo, DE; Sea 
Isle; NJ; INT Sea Isle 050°T(059°M) and 
Hampton, NY, 223°T(236°M) radials; 
Hampton; Groton, CT; to Norwich, CT. The 
airspace below 2,000 feet MSL that lies 
outside the United States and the airspace 
below 3,000 feet MSL between Kennedy, NY, 
087° and 141° radials is excluded. The 
airspace within R-5202 is excluded during 
times of use. 


V-373 [Removed] 
Issued in Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 


Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-15965 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Part 71 

[Airspace Docket No. 87-ACE-4] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Salina, KS 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


sumMaARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of several Federal 
Airways located in the vicinity of 
Salina, KS. The Salina very high 


frequency omni-directional radio range 


and tactical air navigational aid 
(VORTAC) is being reloacted 
approximately 2.6 nautical miles to the 
north. The FAA will not renew the lease 
on the current site and this action alters 
the descriptions of all airways affected 
by the VORTAC’s relocation. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 28, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Central Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-ACE-4, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 601 
East 12th Street, Federal Building, 
Kansas City, MO 64106. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Divison, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
ACE-4.” The postcard will be date/time 
stamped and returned to the commenter. 
All communications received before the 
specified closing date for comments will 
be considered before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
for examination in the Rules Docket 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments. A report summarizing 
each substantive public contact with 
FAA personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM’s should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulatons (14 CFR Part 71) to 
alter the descriptions of VOR Federal 
Airways V-4, V-307, V-508, and V-532 
that will be affected by the relocation of 
the Salina, KS, VORTAC. The FAA will 
not renew the current land lease site 
and will relocate the VORTAC 2.6 
nautical miles north to coordinates lat. 
38°55'35” N., long. 97°37'15""W., and this 
action would amend the descriptions of 
all the airways affected. Section 71.123 
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations was republished in 
Handbook 7400.6C dated January 2, _ 
1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evalutaion as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348{a), 1354(a), 1510; 


E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§71.123 [Amended] 

2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 
V-4 [Amended] 


By removing the words “INT Hill City 097° 
and Salina, KS, 284° radials; Salina;” and 
substituting the words “Salina, KS;” 
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V-307 {Amended] 

By removing the words “Pawnee City, NE, 
193° radials;” and substituting the words 
“Pawnee City, NE, 194°T(185°M) radials” 
V-508 [Amended] 

By removing the words “INT Salina 080°" 
and substituting the words “INT Salina 
082°T(073°M)” _ 

V-532 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Salina, KS, 167 
radials;” and substituting the words “Salina, 
KS, 168°T(159°M) radials;” 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 


Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-15961 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-™ 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-12] 
Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 


Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of five Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 28, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA- 
12, Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 
The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holiday, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
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Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hoprs 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


Interested parties ae invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
dveloping reasoned regulatory decisions 
on the proposal. Comments are 
specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-12.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 


list for future NPRM's should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-123, V-126, V-130, 
V-139 and V-143 located in the vicinity 
of New York. Currently, east coast 
traffic flows are saturated and 
compressed in the New York 
metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/ arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta, GA and New York areas. 
Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations was republished in 
Handbook 7400.6C date January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 


E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§ 71.123 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 

V-123 [Amended] 

By removing the words “INT Woodstown 
042 ‘and Robbinsville, NJ, 239’ radials; 
Robbinsville;" and substituting the words 
“Robbinsville, NJ;" and also by removing the 
words “INT LaGuardia 034 ‘and Carmel, NY, 
188’ radials; Carmel.” and substituting the 
words “INT LaGuardia 032’T (044’M) and 
Carmel, NY, 157’T (169M) radials; Carmel; 
INT Carmel 344’T(356'M) and Kingston, NY, 
129’T(141'M) radials; Kingston; Albany, NY; 
Cambridge, NY; to Glens Falls, NY.” 


V-126 [Amended] 


By removing the words “Huguenot, NY.” 
and substituting the words “to Sparta, NJ.” 


V-130 [Revised] 
From Albany, NY; Bradley, CT; Norwich, 
CT; INT Norwich 114’T(128’M) and Martha's 


Vineyard, MA 267’T(282'M) radials; to 
Martha's Vineyard. 
V-139 [Amended] 

By removing the words “INT Hampton 059’ 
and Providence, RI, 212’ radials; Providence; 
INT Providence 043’ and Kennebunk, ME 180’ 
radials; Kennebunk.” and substituting the 
words “Providence, RI, INT Providence 
057°T(071'M) and Boston, MA, 176’T(191'M) 
radials. From INT Boston, MA, 087°T(102’M) 
and Kennebunk, ME, 180’T(197’M) radials; to 
Kennebunk.” and also by removing the words 
“and the airspace within R-6604 are 
excluded.” and substituting the words “and 
the airspace within R-5202 and R-6604 are 
excluded.” 


V-{Amended] 

By removing the words “Shawnee, VA; 
Martinsburg, WV;” and substituting the 
words “INT Montebello 031’T(036’M) and 
Martinsburg, WV, 216’T(223’M) radials; 
Martinsburg;” 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter 
Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 

[FR Doc. 87-15962 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-14] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan— 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of six Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
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airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL: Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 28, 1987. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA- 
14, Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 


AWA-14.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. ; 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM’s should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-162, V-167, V-184, 
V-188, V-203 and V-205 located in the 
vicinity of New York. Currently, east 
coast traffic flows are saturated and 
compressed in the New York 
metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta, GA; Miami, FL: and New York 
areas. Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Handbook 7400.6C dated 
January 2, 1987. 

The FAA determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. Jt, therefore—{1) is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR February 26, 1979) and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
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so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
Airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a) 1354(a), 1510; 
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§ 71.123 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 

V-162 [Amended] 

By removing the word “From INT 
Martinsburg, WV, 130° and Harrisburg, PA, 
204° radials;” and substituting the words 
“From INT Martinsburg, WV, 058°T(065°M) 
and Harrisburg, PA, 190°(20°M) radials;” and 
also by removing the words “Huguenot, NY; 
032° and Pawling, NY, 274° radials; Pawling.” 
and substituting the words “to Huguenot, 
NY.” 

V-167 [Amended] 

By removing the words “From Kingston, 
NY; INT Kingston 100° and Hartford, CT, 268° 
radials; Hartford, CT;” and substituting the 
words “From Hancock, NY; INT Hancock 
117°T(128°M) and Kingston, NY, 270°T(282°M) 
radials; Kingston; INT Kingston 095°T(107°M) 
and Hartford, CT, 269°T(282°M) radials; 
Hartford;” 

V-184 [Revised] 

From Erie, PA; Tidioute, PA; Philipsburg, 
PA; Harrisburg, PA; INT Harrisburg 
135°T(145°M) and Modena, PA, 274°T(283°M) 
radials; Modena; INT Modena 120°T(129°M) 
and Woodstown, NJ, 326°T(336°M) radials; 
Woodstown; Cedar Lake, NJ; Atlantic City, 
NJ; INT Atlantic City 055°T(065°M) and 
Kennedy, NY, 198°T(210°M) radials; to INT 
Kennedy 198°T(210°M) and Robbinsville, NJ, 
112°T(122°M) radials. 

V-188 [Amended] 

By removing the words “to Sparta.” and 
substituting the words “Sparta; INT Sparta 
082°T(093°M) and Carmel, NY, 243°T(255°M) 
radials; Carmel; INT Carmel 078°T(090°M) 
and Groton, CT, 276°T(290°M) radials; to 
Groton.” 
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V-203 [Revised] 

From Albany, NY: Saranac Lake, NY; 
Massena, NY; INT Massena 045°T(060°M) 
and Montreal, Canada, 188°T(202°M) radials; 
Montreal. The airspace within Canada is 
excluded. 


V-205 [Revised] 

From INT Sparta, NJ, 300°T(311°M) and 
Huguenot, NY, 196°T(207°M) radials; 
Huguenot: INT Huguenot 006°T(019°M) and 
Lake Henry, PA, 068°T(078°M) radials; INT 
Lake Henry 068°T(078°M) and Bradley, CT, 
266°T(280°M) radials; Bradley; to Putnam, CT. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 


Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-15963 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
. BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-15] 
Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 


Airways—Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase It 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of five Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 

~ Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 27, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA- 
15, Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 
The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 


5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267~9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comment Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented as particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 86- 
AWA-15.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenters. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
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Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communcations must identify the notice 
number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM’s should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-213, V-222, V-223, 
V-226 and V-229 located in the vicinity 
of New York. Currently, east coast 
traffic flows are saturated and 
compressed in the New York 
metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta, GA; Miami, FL; and New York 
areas. Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Handbook 7400.6C dated 
January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” 
under Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 
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PART 71—{ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 


Ex. O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§71.123 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 


V-213 [Amended] 


By removing the words “Woodstown, 
NJ; Robbinsville, NJ," and substituting 
the words “INT Kenton 035°T(044°M) 
and Robbinsville, NJ, 228°T(238°M) 
radials; Robbinsville;” 


V-222 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Lynchburg, 
VA; INT Lynchburg 058° and Brooke, 
VA, 230° radials; Brooke; to INT Brooke 
045° and Richmond, VA, 009° radials.” 
and substituting the words “to 
Lynchburg, VA.” 


V-223 [Revised] 

From Flat Rock, VA; INT Flat Rock 
354°T(360°M) and Gordonsville, VA, 
034°T(040°M) radials; to INT 
Gordonsville 034°T(040°M) and Brooke, 
VA, 300°T(309°M) radials. 

V-226 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Stillwater, 

NJ; INT Stillwater 110° and Sparta, NJ, 


194° radials.” and substituting the words 
“to Stillwater, Nj.” 


V-229 [Revised] 

From Patuxent River, MD; INT 
Patuxent River 036°T(046°M) and 
Atlantic City, NJ, 236°T(246°M) radials; 
Atlantic City; INT Atlantic City 
055°T(065°M) and Colts Neck, NJ, 
181°T(192°M) radials; INT Colts Neck 
181°T(192°M) and Kennedy, NY, 
209°T(221°M) radials; Kennedy; 
Bridgeport, CT; Hartford, CT; INT 
Hartford 055°T(068°M) and Gardner, 
MA, 195°T(209°M) radials; Gardner; 
Keene, NH; INT Keene 336°T(350°M) 
and Burlington, VT, 160°T(175°M) 
radials; to Burlington. The airspace 
within R-5002A, R-5002B and R-5002E is 
excluded during times of use. The 
airspace within V-139 and V-308 
Federal airways and the airspace below 
2,000 feet MSL outside the United States 
is excluded. : 


Issued in Washington, DC, on July 7, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter 


Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-15972 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-16] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of five Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make — 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 3 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 28, 1987. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: 


Director, FAA, Eastern Region, 
Attention: Manager, Air Traffic 
Division, Docket No. 87-AWA-16, 
Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 


The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 and 5:60 
p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is located in 
the Office of the Chief Counsel, Room 
916, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
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or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-16.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action of the proposed 
rule. The proposal.contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM's should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-232, V-249, V-252, 
V-268 and V-270 located in the vicinity 
of New York. Currently, east cost traffic 
flows are saturated and compressed in 
the New York metropolitan area to the 
point that substantial delays are 
experienced daily. To alleviate the 
congestion, which causes deiays, this 
proposed EECP would provide optimum 
use of airspace along the heavily 
traveled coastal corridors between New 
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York and Florida and reduce departure/ 
arrival delays in the Boston, MA; 
Chicago, IL; Atlanta, GA; Miami, FL; and 
New York areas. Section 71.123 of Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
was republished in Handbook 7400.6C 
dated January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
_ certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation Safety, VOR Federal 
Airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 
'y, pursuant to the authority 


According} 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a),m 1354(a), 1510; 
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§71.123 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 

V-232 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Broadway, NJ; INT 
of Broadway 112° and LaGuardia, NY, 209° 
radials; to LaGuardia.” and substituting the 
words “INT Milton 098°T(107°M) and Solberg, 
NJ, 299°T(309°M) radials; Solberg; INT 
Solberg 137°T(147°M) and Colts Neck, NJ, 
263°T(274°M) radials; to Colts Neck.” 


V-249 [Amended] 

By removing the words “INT Sparta 023° 
and Delancey, NY, 131° radials;" and 
substituting the words “INT Sparta 
018°T(029°M) and Delancey, NY, 
119°T({130°M) radials;” 


V-252 {Amended} 
By removing the word “to Robbinsville.” 


and substituting the words “Robbinsville; to 
Dupont, DE.” 


V-268 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Kenton 068° and 
Sea Isle, NJ, 050° radials.” and substituting 
the words “INT Kenton 086°T(095°M) and Sea 
Isle, NJ, 050°T(059°M) radials; INT Sea Isle 
050°T(059°M) and Hampton, NY, 
223°T(236°M) radials; Hampton; Sandy Point, 
RI; to INT Sandy Point 031°T(046°M) and 
Providence, RI, 057°T(071°M) radials.” 

V-270 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Chester, MA.” 
substituting the words “Chester, MA; INT 
Chester 091°T(104°M) and Boston, MA, 
262°T(277°M) radials; to Boston.” 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 

Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 
[FR Doc. 87-15964 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-18] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase Ii 


AGENCY: Federa! Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of five Federal airways 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
These airways are part of an overall 
plan designed to alleviate congestion 
and compression of traffic in the 
airspace bounded by New England, 
Great Lakes and the Southern Regions. 
This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 

before August 28, 1987. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 

proposal in triplicate to: 

Director, FAA, Eastern Region, 
Attention: Manager, Air Traffic 
Division, Docket No. 87-AWA-18, 
Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 
The official docket may be examined 

in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 

Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 

5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
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located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviaition 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87— 
AWA-18.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
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notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM‘S should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-374, V-405, V-408, 
V-419 and V-423 located in the vicinity 
of New York. Currently, east coast 
traffice flows are saturated and 
compressed in the New York 
metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta, GA; Miami, FL; and New York 
areas. Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Handbook 7400.6C dated 
January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore—({1) is not a “major-rule” 
under Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposed to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348{a), 1354(a), 1510; _ 
EO 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11-69. 


§71.123 [Amended] 
2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 


V-374 [Revised] 


From Martha's Vineyard, MA; Groton, CT; 
INT Groton 276°T(290°M) and Calverton, NY, 
044°T(057°M) radials; INT Calverton 
044°T(057°M) and Carmel, NY, 099°T(111°M) 
radials; Carmel; INT Carmel 254°T(266°M) 
and Deer Park, NY, 308°T(320°M) radials; INT 
Deer Park 308°T(320°M) and Binghamton, NY, 
119°T(129°M) radials; to Binghamton. 


V-405 [Revised] 


From INT Pottstown, PA 222°T(231°M) and 
Baltimore, MD, 034°T(042°M) radials; 
Pottstown; INT Pottstown 050°T(059°M) and 
Solberg, NJ, 264°T(274°M) radials; Solberg; 
INT Solberg 044°T(054°M) and Carmel, NY, 
243°T(255°M) radials; Carmel; INT Carmel 
344°T(356°M) and Pawling, NY, 203°T(215°M) 
radials; Pawling; INT Pawling 059°T(071°M) 
and Bradley, CT, 266°T(280°M) radials; 
Bradley; Providence, RI; INT Providence 
151°T(165°M) and Martha's Vineyard, MA, 
267°T(282°M) radials; to Martha's Vineyard. 


V-408 [Revised] 

From INT Martinsburg, WV, 058°T(065°M) 
and Modena, PA, 258°T(267°M) radials; 
Modena; Pottstown, PA; East Texas, PA; 
Allentown, PA; Lake Henry, PA; to INT Lake 
Henry 056°T(066°M) and Barnes, MA, 
265°T(279°M) radials. 

V-419 [Amended] 

By removing the words “From Carmel, NY; 
INT Carmel 232° and Sparta, NJ, 082° 
radials;” and substituting the words “From 
Boston, MA, INT Boston 262°T(277°M) and _ 
Bradley, CT, 063°T(077°M) radials; Bradley; 
Carmel, NY; INT Carmel 243°T(255°M) and 
Sparta, NJ, 082°T(093°M) radials;” 

V-423 [Amended] 

By removing the words “INT Ithaca 357° 
and Syracuse, NY, 210° radials; Syracuse.” 
and substituting the words “to Syracuse.” ~ 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Shelmo Wugalter, 

Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 

[FR Doc. 87-15966 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-19] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of five Federal airways 
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and revoke one Federal airway located 
in the vicinity of New York. These 
airways are part of an overall plan 
designed to alleviate congestion and 
compression of traffic in the airspace 
bounded by New England, Great Lakes 
and the Southern Regions. This proposal 
is Phase II of the Expanded East Coast 
Plan (EECP); Phase I was implemented 
February 12, 1987. The EECP is designed 
to make optimum use of the airspace 
along the east coast corridor. This action 
would reduce en route and terminal 
delays in the Boston, MA; New York, 
NY; Miami, FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, 
GA, areas, save fuel and reduce 
controller workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 28, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA- 
19, Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267-9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
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comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-19.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by calling (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPMR's should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-431, V-433, V-451, 
V-457 and V-474 and revoke V-467 
located in the vicinity of New York. 
Currently, east coast traffic flows are 
saturated and compressed in the New 
York metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta, GA; Miami, FL; and New York 
areas. Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Handbook 7400.6C dated 
January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” 


under Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Fedeal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§ 71.123 [AMENDED] 


2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 

V-431 [Amended] 

By removing the words “From Hyannis, 
MA, via INT Hyannis 343° and Boston, MA, 
066° radials; Boston; INT Boston 015° and 
Gardner, MA, 097° radials;” and substituting 
the words “From INT Boston, MA, 
015°T(030°M) and Gardner, MA, 097T(111°M) 
radials;” 


V-433 [Revised] 


From Nottingham, MD, INT Nottingham 
042°T(052°M) and Dupont, DE, 223°T(233°M) 
radials; Dupont; Yardley, PA; INT Yardley 
047°T(057°M) and Kennedy, NY, 253°T(265°M) 
radials; INT Kennedy 253°T(265°M) and 
LaGuardia, NY, 209°T(221°M) radials; 
LaGuardia; INT LaGuardia 063°T(075°M) and 
Bridgeport, Ct, 223°T(235°M) radials; 
Bridgeport; INT Bridgeport 324°T(336°M) and 
Pawling, NY, 160°T(172°M) radials; Pawling; 
INT Pawling 304°T(316°M) and Rockdale, NY, 
116°T(127°M) radials; Rockdale; INT 
Rockdale 325°T(336°M) and Syracuse, NY, 
100°T(111°M) radials; to Syracuse. 


V-451 [Revised] 


From LaGuardia, NY: INT LaGuardia 
063°T(075°M) and Hampton, NY, 
287°T(300°M) radials; INT Hampton 
287°T(300°M) and Norwich, CT, 224°T(238°M) 
radials; Norwich; Providence, RI; INT 
Providence 057°T(071°M) and Boston, MA; 
176°T(191°M) radials. From INT Boston 
087°T(102°M) and Kennebunk, ME, 
180°T(197°M) radials; INT Kennebunk 
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180°T(197°M) and Brunswick, ME, 
211°T(229°M) radials; Brunswick. 


V-457 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Westminster, 
MD;” and substituting the words “INT 
Lancaster 214°T(223°M) and Westminster, 
MD, 048°T(056°M) radials; Westminster;” 
V-467 [Removed] 

V-474 [Amended] 

By removing the words “Modena; INT 
Modena 095° and Woodstown, NJ, 043° 
radials.” and substituting the words “to 
Modena.” 

Issued in Washington, DC, on July 8, 1987. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 

Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 

[FR Doc. 87-15967 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 87-AWA-20] 


Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways; Expanded East Coast Plan; 
Phase Il 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of five Federal airways 
and add one Federal airway located in 
the vicinity of New York. These airways 
are part of an overall plan designed to 
alleviate congestion and compression of 
traffic in the airspace bounded by New 
England, Great Lakes and the Southern 
Regions. This proposal is Phase II of the 
Expanded East Coast Plan (EECP); 
Phase I was implemented February 12, 
1987. The EECP is designed to make 
optimum use of the airspace along the 
east coast corridor. This action would 
reduce en route and terminal delays in 
the Boston, MA; New York, NY; Miami, 
FL; Chicago, IL; and Atlanta, GA, areas, 
save fuel and reduce controller 
workload. The EECP is being 
implemented in coordinated segments 
until completed. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before August 27, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA, 
Eastern Region, Attention: Manager, Air 
Traffic Division, Docket No. 87-AWA- 
20, Federal Aviation Administration, JFK 
International Airport, The Fitzgerald 
Federal Building, Jamaica, NY 11430. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
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located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Branch (ATO- 
240), Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division, Air Traffic 
Operations Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone (202) 267-9250. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


Interested parteis are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 87- 
AWA-20.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public Inquiry 
Center, APA-230, 800 Independence 
Avene SW., Washington, DC 20591, or 
by callaing (202) 267-3484. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 


interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRM's should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to 
the descriptions of V-475, V-476, V-483, 
V-487 and V-489 and add V-615 located 
in the vicinity of New York. Currently, 
east coast traffic flows are saturated 
and compressed in the New 
metropolitan area to the point that 
substantial delays are experienced 
daily. To alleviate the congestion, which 
causes delays, this proposed EECP 
would provide optimum use of airspace 
along the heavily traveled coastal 
corridors between New York and 
Florida and reduce departure/ arrival 
delays in the Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; 
Atlanta GA; Miami, FL; and New York — 
areas. Section 71,123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Handbook 7400.6C dated 
January 2, 1987. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulations only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, VOR Federal 
airways. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part) as follows: 


PART 71—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106{g) (Revised Pub. L. 
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69, 
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§71.123 [Amended] 

2. Section 71.123 is amended as 
follows: 

V-475 [Revised] 

From LaGuardia, NY; INT LaGuardia 
063°T(075°M) and Bridgeport, CT, 
223°T(235°M) radials; Bridgeport; Madison, 
CT; Norwich, CT; Providence, RI; INT 
Providence 008°T(022°M) and Boston, MA, 
223°T(238°M) radials; to Boston. 


V-476 [Revised] 
From Lynchburg, VA; to Gordonsville, VA. 


V-483 [Amended] 

By removing the words “DeLancey, NY;” 
and substituting the words” INT Carmel 
344°T(356°M) and Kingston, NY, 129°T(141°M) 
radials; Kingston; INT Kingston 304°T(316°M) 
and DeLancey, NY, 119°T(130°M) radials; 
DeLancey;” 


V-487 [Amended] 

By removing the words “From INT 
LaGuardia, NY, 034° and Carmel, NY, 188° 
radials; Carmel; Pawling, NY; Cambridge, 
NY;” and substituting the words “From 
Bridgeport, CT; INT Bridgeport 343°T(355°M) 
and Cambridge, NY, 189°T(203°M) radials; 
Cambridge;” 

V-489 [Amended] 

By removing the words “From Sparta, NJ; 
INT Sparta 023° and Albany, NY, 192° radials; 
Albany,” and substituting the words “From 
INT Sparta, NJ, 300°T(311°M) and Huguenot 
196°T(207°M) radials; Huguenot, NY; INT 
Huguenot 088°T(019°M) and Albany, NY, 
209°T(222°M) radials; Albany;” 

V-615 [New] 


From Raleigh-Durham, NC; INT Raleigh- 
Durham 059°T(063°M) and Hopewell, VA, 
209°T(215°M) radials; to Hopewell. 


Issued in Washington, DC., on July 7, 1987. 
Signed by. 
Shelomo Wugalter, 


Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-15969 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


Office of the Secretary 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration 


14 CFR Parts 217 and 241 
[Docket No. 44999; Notice No. 87-13] 


Aviation Economic Regulations; 
Report of Traffic and Capacity 
Statistics 


AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration, DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 
SUMMARY: The Department proposes to 


collect scheduled and nonscheduled 
service traffic and capacity data from 
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foreign air carriers who provide service 
to and from the United States. This data 
would be used to augment the charter 
data now received from foreign air 
carriers. At the same time, the 
Department proposes to establish a 
single automated system for collecting 
traffic and capacity data from both U.S. 
and foreign air carriers. This system 
would: (1) Replace the collection of U.S. 
and foreign air carriers charter data on 
Form 217; (2) eliminate most of the 
burden associated with hard-copy 
submissions of current Form 41 “T” 
schedules, and reduce the number of 
traffic and capacity data elements for 
U.S. air carriers; and (3) greatly simplify 
service segment data reporting for U.S. 
air carriers by summarizing data by on- 
flight market without regard to 
intermediate stops, and by nonstop 
segment without regard to flight 
numbers. This proposal more closely 
aligns the data collected by the 
Department with that necessary to fulfill 
its aviation responsibilities under the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended. 

DATES: (1) Written Comments: 
Comments on the proposed rule must be 
received on or before September 14, 
1987. 

(2) Public Briefing: A public briefing 
will be held at DOT headquarters in 
Room 4234, Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590 on August 5, 1987 
to improve public understanding of the 
NPRM and to answer any questions 
about the proposal. It is not intended as 
a forum for expression of alternate 
views and recommendations. Such 
comments should be submitted to the 
docket. Those planning to attend should 
contact Donald W. Bright at the 
following telephone number. 

ADDRESS: Comments should be directed 
to: Docket Clerk, Docket 44999, Room 
4107, Office of the Secretary, 
Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20590. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald W. Bright or Richard J. King, 
Office of Aviation Information 
Management, DAI-1, Research and 
Special Programs Administration, 
Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh St, SW., Washington, DC 20590, 
(202) 366-4384, or 366-4375, respectively. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Executive Order 12291, Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, and Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 


This proposed action has been 
reviewed under Executive Order 12291, 
and it has been determined that this is 


not a maior rule. It will not result in an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more. There will be no 
increase in production costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State or local governments, 
agencies or geographical regions. 
Furthermore, this proposed rule would 
not adversely affect competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or the ability of United 
States based enterprises to compete 
with foreign based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. An 
objective of the rule is to ensure 
evenhanded treatment of U.S. and 
foreign air carriers so that each can 
compete on an equitable basis in 
international markets. This proposed 
regulation would result in a net 
reduction in reporting burden. 
Accordingly, a regulatory impact 
analysis is not required. 

This proposed regulation is significant 
under the Department's Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures, dated February 
26, 1979, because it involves important 
Departmental policies. Its economic 
impact should be minimal and a full 
regulatory evaluation is not required. 

I certify that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small 
entities.! The proposed amendments 
would affect only large U.S. certificated 
air carriers and large foreign air carriers. 

The collection of information 
requirements in this proposal are subject 
to the Paperwork Reduction Act, Pub. L. 
96-511, 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35. These 
requirements will be submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review and comment. Persons 
may submit comments on the collection- 
of-information requirements to OMB. 
Comments should be directed to Sam 
Fairchild, Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs, Office of 
Management and Budget, Washington, 
DC 20503. It would be appreciated if a 
copy of any comments sent to OMB is 
also sent to the DOT rules docket. 


Comments Invited 


Interested persons are invited to 
participate in this rulemaking action by 
submitting such written data, views, or 
arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions. Communications should 


1 For purposes of classification in the Aviation 
Economic Regulations, the Department defines 
small entities as air carriers operating only small 


aircraft with 60 seats or less, or with 18,000 pounds 
of available capacity payload or less. 
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identify the regulatory docket number 
and be submitted in duplicate to the 
address listed above. Commenters 
wishing the Department to acknowledge 
receipt of their comments must submit a 
self-addressed stamped postcard on 
which the following statement is made: 
Comments on Docket No. 44999. The 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. All 
communications received between the 
specified opening and closing dates for 
comments will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
any further rulemaking. Also, this 
proposal may be changed in light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Rules Docket both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with DOT 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Background 


The Airline Deregulation Act (Pub. L. 
95-504, October 24, 1978) (ADA), as 
amended by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
Sunset Act of 1984 (Pub. L. 98-443, 
October 4, 1984), revised Sec. 329(b)(1) 
of Title 49 of the United States Code to 
require the Secretary of Transportation 
to collect and disseminate information 
on Civil aeronautics and to continue 
certain data collection activities of the 
former Civil Aeronautics Board (CAB) 
under Sec. 407(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 
(FAAct). The Sunset Act also required 
the Department to continue to collect 
and disseminate data on the number of 
passengers traveling by air in interstate 
and overseas air transportation without 
flight number identification, unless the 
flight is providing domestic essential air 
service, in which case flight number 
identification may be required. 

Collection of service segment market 
data, now mandated by the Sunset Act, 
began in 1970. In an Economic 
Regulation (ER 586), the former CAB 
amended 14 CFR Part 241 to provide for 
the collection of traffic and capacity 
data on a service segment basis (a pair 
of points served by a single flight stage), 
from certificated air carriers, with 
transmittal of such data via computer 
magnetic tape or other Automatic Data 
Processing (ADP) media. A few air 
carriers did submit modified service 
segment data on a hard-copy form. 
Although much of the economic 
regulation over domestic air 
transportation was eliminated by the 
ADA, and other changes have taken 
place within the aviation industry, the 
Department continues to need data for 





nonstop segments and for on-flight 
markets, but in much less detail than 
currently reported in Service Segment 
Data (SSD). Current requirements are 
included in the section which follows, 
“Program Requirements for Traffic and 
Capacity Data.” 

Besides Service Segment Data, the 
Department currently collects traffic and 
capacity data from large certificated air 
carriers ? on 9 Research and Special 
Programs Administration Form 41 T 
schedules * and on RSPA Form 217 
“Report of Civil Aircraft Charters 
Performed by U.S. Certificated and 
Foreign Air Carriers.” Other sources of 
air carrier traffic information include: 
foreign trade data collected from 
shippers, importers and exporters by the 
Department of Commerce; and the 
passenger data collected by the 
Department of Justice's Immigration and 
Naturalization Service (INS) on Form I- 
92.4 

The Department is proposing to adopt 
a new set of schedules and procedures 
for reporting all traffic and capacity 
statistics that will both moderize the 
process and significantly reduce air 
carrier burden. This proposed system 
would apply to large U.S. carriers 
holding 401 certificate authority and 
would for the first time collect 
scheduled service data from foreign air 
carriers operating to and from the U.S. 

For U.S. air carriers, the proposal 
would replace the Form 41 Schedules T- 
1{a,b,c), T-2, T-3(a,b,c), and T-9, along 
with ER-586 Service Segment Data and 
Form 217 reporting. The heart of the 
proposal is the T-100 report, which 
would collect service segment and on- 
flight market information by equipment 
type and by service class. However, air 
carriers would no longer be required to 
report information by itineraries or to 
report specific flight numbers for 
international operations. Much of the 


2 Large certificated air carriers are defined for the 
purposes of the Department's aviation economic 
reporting regulations as those carriers operating 
aircraft with more than 60 seats and an available 
capacity payload of more than 18,000 pounds, 
except for charter reporting on Form 217. In charter 
reporting, the payload minimum is 24,000 pounds. 
This proposed rule would standardize charter 
reporting with the other requirements at the 
proposed 16,000 pound threshold. Only four 
turboprop aircraft would be added to the reporting 
requirements by reducing the threshold. However, 
these aircraft are rarely used for international 
charters, because of the length of haul and, thus, 
would not significantly burden charter respondents. 

> These traffic and capacity reporting schedules 
are Form 41 Schedules T-1(a), T-1(b), T-1(c), T-2, 
T-3{a), T-3({b), T-3{c), T-8, and T-9. Form 41 
Schedule T-8 also collects some critical financial 
data on all-cargo operations. 

* The INS Form I-92 is prepared for each 
international flight performed. Approximately 
400,000 I-92 forms are filed annually by U.S. and 
foreign air carriers. 


information currently collected on 
Schedules T-1(a,b,c), T-2, and T-3(a,b,c) 
would be derived directly from the 
computerized T-100 detail reports, thus 
eliminating much of the air carrier 
burden associated with the preparation 
of these reports. However, it would still 
be necessary to retain portions of these 
schedules to collect certain data 
elements not needed at the T-100 level 
of detail. 

Foreign air carriers holding 402 
permits, or exemption authority, and 
using aircraft over 18,000 pounds, or 
with a seating configuration over sixty 
seats, would file Schedule T-100(f). The 
T-100(f) would only apply to nonstop 
segments and on-flight markets where 
one or both points are within the U.S. 
and its possessions. 


Program Requirements for Traffic and 
Capacity Data 


The large certificated air carrier data 
requirements contained in this proposed 


rulemaking are based on RSPA's Office ~ 


of Aviation Information Management's 
review of the Department's aviation 
data needs. The results of this review 
were incorporated in the Department's 
rulemaking proposal Notice 85-11 (50 FR 
34366, August 23, 1985), and are also 
summarized and shown as Exhibit A. In 
developing this rulemaking notice, the 
information requirements contained in 
Notice 85-11 were reconfirmed and 
further refined based on additional! input 
from senior program officials within the 
Department's Office of the Secretary 
and the Federal Aviation 
Administration. 

The Department's aviation programs 
that utilize air carrier traffic and 
capacity data are shown below, with a 
— description of selected uses of the 

ata: 


International Air Transport 
Negotiations 


Air services between the United 
States and most foreign countries are 
governed by bilateral aviation 
agreements. Evaluations of existing 
bilateral agreements and proposed 
changes to such agreements are based 
on a determination of the traffic and 
revenues between the United States and 
foreign countries for scheduled 
passenger and cargo flights as well as 
charter services. Similar analyses also 
are conducted concerning countries with 
which the United States does not have 
bilateral aviation agreements, in order 
to determine conditions of reciprocity 
and the overall balance of aviation 
benefits. Information used in these 
analyses includes traffic volume by city 
pairs for passenger and cargo services 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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and the corresponding traffic yields. 
Data such as passenger and cargo load 
factors, aircraft seating configurations, 
cargo capacities, and aircraft unit costs 
are also utilized. 


Air Carrier Safety 


The Department is responsible for 
monitoring the safety levels and 


- continuing fitness of individual air 


carrier operators. These programs 
functions rely on air carrier traffic and 
capacity statistics in activities such as 
risk analysis and evaluations. For 
instance, if a carrier is rapidly 
expanding its operations, traffic data 
may indicate whether its expansion is 
exceeding its capacity for growth. 
Further, Departmental decisions as to 
frequency of and intensity of in-depth 
inspections are affected by such activity 
indicators. 


International Routes 


In air carrier selection cases for 
limited entry international routes, the 
competing air carriers are required to 
include an operating plan. To analyze a 
proposed operating plan, the 
Department uses current and historical 
traffic and capacity data of the 
applicant and other air carriers serving 
the relevant markets to determine the 
reliability of the applicant's financial 
and traffic forecasts and to evaluate 
applicant's competing fare and service 
proposals. 

In a route case where an air carrier 
proposes “primary service” and “behind 
gateway” service, timely and consistent 
data are essential for the Department to 
respond to the procedural deadlines 
mandated by the Airline Deregulation 
Act in route application proceedings, 
such as the 150 days given the 
Administrative Law Judge to receive 
evidence, conduct a hearing, and issue a 
Recommended Decision. 


International/Alaska Mail Rates 


The Department is responsible for 
establishing international and intra- 
Alaska mail rates. Separate 
international mail rates are set based on 
scheduled operations in four geographic 
areas: Transborder, Latin America, the 
Atlantic and the Pacific. The rate 
structure is updated biannually to reflect 
changes in unit costs in each ratemaking 
entity. 

In the rate-making process, 
investment base and area cost 
calculations utilize traffic and capacity 
data, such as enplaned tons and 
available ton-miles, to develop the 
required unit cost data, as well as to 
evaluate the reasonableness of carrier 
cost allocations between entitities. 
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International Fares and Rates 


The Department is charged with 
establishing regulatory benchmarks 
(zones of reasonableness) for its review 
of international fares and rates for 
passenger and cargo traffic, 
respectively. The benchmark for 
passenger fares is the Standard Foreign 
Fare Level (SFFL) and the benchmark 
for cargo rates is the Standard Foreign 
Rate Level (SFRL). Both establish levels 
below which proposed fares or rates 
normally will not be suspended. These 
standards rely upon cost and capacity 
data by entity, and require that such 
data be uniform among the various air 
carrier submissions. 


Review of IATA Agreements 


The Department reviews all of the 
International Air Transport Association 
(IATA) agreements on fares, rates and 
rules governing international air 
transportation to ensure that such 
agreements meet the public interest 
criteria set forth in the FAAct. Current 
and historical summary traffic and 
capacity data, such as revenue ton-miles 
and available ton-miles, by type of 
aircraft, type of service, and length of 
haul are needed in these analyses: (1) To 
develop the volume elements that are 
required for making various passenger/ 
cargo cost allocations, (2) to evaluate 
fluctuations in volume of scheduled and 
charter services, (3) to assess the 
competitive impact of different 
operations such as charter versus 
scheduled, (4) to calculate load factors 
by aircraft type, and (5) to monitor 
traffic in specific markets. 


Foreign Air Carriers Applications 


Foreign air carriers are required to 
submit to the Department applications 
for operating authority to the United 
States. In reviewing foreign air carrier 
applications, the Department must find 
that the requested authority is 
encompassed in a bilateral aviation 
agreement or other intergovernmental 
understanding, or, in the absence of 
such an agreement or an understanding, 
that granting the application is 
consistent with the public interest. 

In these latter cases, Form 41 
Schedule T-9 “Nonstop Market Report” 
and/or SSD as well as Form 217 
international charter data are used in 
assessing the level of benefits that 
carriers of the applicant's homeland 
presently are receiving from their United 
States operations. In addition, those 
benefits coupled with the value of the 
authority requested by the applicant 
carrier, are compared to the benefits 
accruing to U.S. carriers from their 
operations in the appliant’s homeland. 


This assessment is critical in making the 
necessary public interest determination. 


Air Carrier Fitness 


The Department is required under Sec. 


401(d) and 401(r) of the FAAct to 
determine whether or not applicants for 
certificate authority are fit, willing and 
able to conduct the proposed level of 
service, and whether the certificate 
holders remain fit. The 401(r) 
requirement also applies to all 
established air carriers that propose a 
substantial change in operations, or 
whose certificates have been dormant 
for over one year that want to resume 
service. 

In air carrier fitness determinations, 
nonstop segment and onflight market 
statistics are reviewed to analyze an air 
carrier's level of traffic and capacity. 
Load factors (passenger and cargo) are 
compared with those of other air 
carriers with similar operating 
characteristics, and used to assess 
trends in the level of operations. 


Acquisitions and Mergers 


Air carrier acquisition and merger 
proposals are reviewed by the 
Department to determine if they would 
substantially reduce competition, or if 
they in some other way would be 
inconsistent with the public interest. In 
making these determinations, the 
proposed transaction’s effect on 
competition in the markets served by 
the affected air carriers is analyzed. 
This analysis includes, among other 
things, a consideration of the volume of 
traffic and available capacity, the flight 
segments and origins-destinations 
involved, and the existence of entry 
barriers, such as limited airport slots or 
gate capacity. Also included is a review 
of the volume of traffic handled by each 
air carrier at specific airports and in 
specific markets which would be 
affected by the proposed acquisition or 
merger. 


Airline Industry Status Evaluations 


The Department apprises Congress, 
the Administration and others of the 
effect major changes or innovations are 
having on the air transportation 
industry. For this purpose, summary 
traffic and capacity data as well as the 
detailed segment and market data are 
essential. These data must be timely to 
be relevant for analyzing emerging 
issues and must be based upon uniform 
and reliable data submissions that are 
consistent with the Department's 
regulatory requirements. 


Employee Protection 


Summary traffic and capacity 
statistics by aircraft type are needed to 
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fulfill the Department's regulatory 
functions under the Employee Protection 
Program as mandated by the ADA. 
Under this program, a finding must be 
made as to whether airline employee job 
losses were primarily caused by 
deregulation. 


Essential Air Service 


The Airline Deregulation Act of 1978 
requires periodic reassessments of 
service level determinations at domestic 
small communities that constitute 
essential air service points. Historical 
passenger enplanements by airport, and 
the passengers transported by market 
are analyzed in setting domestic 
essential air service levels. 


Air Carrier Certification 


In granting operating certification 
under 14 CFR Part 121 and Part 135 for 
U.S. air carriers, the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) needs scheduled 
and nonscheduled air carrier traffic and 
capacity statistics. Current and 
historical operations data for air carriers 
with the same aircraft type and class of 
service are used as benchmarks in 
reviewing applicants’ proposed 
operating plans. 


Safety Surveillance and Inspection/ 
Operational Safety Analysis 


The FAA uses summary traffic and 
capacity statistics, such as nonrevenue 
hours and total airborne hours, broken 
down by air carrier, as important safety 
indicators. For instance, reductions in 
nonrevenue airborne hours may reflect a 
decrease for in-flight training, or an 
increase of ground simulator training. 
These and other summary traffic and 
capacity data are used by FAA in 
allocating inspection resources and in 
making decisions as to increased safety 
surveillance. Similarly, airport activity 
statistics are used by the FAA to 
develop airport profiles and establish 
priorities for airport inspections. 


Safety Forecasting and Regulatory 
Analysis 


The FAA uses summary traffic, 
capacity and airport activity statistics to 
prepare the air carrier traffic and 
operation forecasts that are used in 
developing its budget and staffing plans, 
facility and equipment funding levels, 
and environmental impact and policy 
studies. 


National Plan of Integrated Airport 
Systems 


The FAA is responsible for preparing 
and updating the National Plan of 
Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS), a 
10-year planning document, that 





forecasts the developmental needs for 
maintaining the upgrading the national 
systein of integrated airports. Reported 
air carrier traffic and capacity data are 
used to continuously update the NPIAS 
for system changes such as current air 
carrier hub transportation practices. In 
projecting future airport utilization 
levels and the impact of seasonal flight 
schedule adjustments on operations, the 
aircraft types handled and services 
available by airport are considered. 


System Planning at Airports 


Under the Airport and Airways 
Improvement Act of 1982 (Pub. L. 97- 
248), the FAA is charged with 
administering a series of grants that are 
designed to accomplish the necessary 
airport planning for future development 
and growth. These grants are made to 
state, metropolitan and regional aviation 
authorities to fund needed airport 
systems planning work. Individual 
airport: activity statistics, nonstop 
market data and Service Segment Data 
are used to prepare airport activity level 
forecasts. 


‘ Airport Capacity Analysis 


Aircraft type operating date (the mix 
of aircraft at an airport) are used in 
determining the practical annual 
capacity (PANCAP) at airports as 
prescribed in FAA Advisory Circular 
“Airport Capacity Criteria Used in 
Preparing the National Airport Plan.” 
The PANCAP is a safety-related 
benchmark measure of the annual 
airport capacity or level of operations. It 
is a predictive measure which indicates 
potential capacity problems, delays, and 
possible airport expansion or runway 
construction needs. If the level of 
operations at an airport exceeds 
PANCAP significantly, the frequency 
and length of delays will increase, with 
a potential concurrent risk of accidents. 
Under this program, FAA develops ways 
of increasing airport capacity at 
congested airports. 


Airport Improvement 


The Airport and Airway Improvement 
Act of 1982 includes a revenue 
passenger enplanement formula that is 
used by the FAA to allocate airport 
improvement program (entitlement) 
funds to owners of primary airports. A 
primary airport is one which accounts 
for more than 0.01 percent of the total 
passengers enplaned at U.S. airports. 
The passenger enplanement data, both 
summary and by airport, contained in 
Form 41 and Form 217 are used in 
calculating the monies due each primary 
airport. 


War Air Service Program 


The Department is responsible under 
Executive Order 11490, as amended, for 
emergency preparedness planning in the 
event of war or national emergency. To 
fulfill its mobilization responsibilities for 
airlift in the event of a national 
emergency, the Department needs timely 
traffic and capacity data. Data elements 
used in assessing total available airlift 
capacity include for each aircraft 
operator: The number of aircraft by 
type, the airframe license number, the 
payload or capacity (passenger and/or 
cargo), and whether or not the aircraft is 
approved for over-water operations. 
Revenue aircraft miles, revenue aircraft 
hours (airborne), aircraft fuels issued 
(gallons), aircraft days assigned to 
service, and aircraft hours (ramp-to- 
ramp) are also needed for each reported 
aircraft type to assess aircraft fleet 
mobilization characteristics and 
capabilities. 


International Civil Aviation 
Organization 


Under Article 67 of the 1944 Chicago 
Convention, the United States is 
obligated to report certain individual 
U.S. air carrier data to the International 
Civil Aviation Organization, ICAO. 
Much of the traffic data supplied to 
ICAO is extracted from the Form 41 
traffic schedules (Schedules T-1(a), T- 
1(b), and T-1(c); T-2; and T-3(a), and T- 
3(c)); Service Segment Data; and Form 
217 charter reports. 


Traffic and Capacity Data Collection 
(U.S. Air Carriers) 


RSPA Form 41 Schedule T-100 
Reporting System 


The Department is continuously 
reviewing its aviation information 
requirements and data collection 
activities to ensure that the data 
collected are sufficient to meet the 
Department's program needs at a 
minimum of reporting burden to the 
affected air carriers. To this end, various 
data collection alternatives such as ADP 
media instead of hardcopy formats are 
analyzed as possible sources of burden 
reduction. The Department has 
tentatively identified its collection from 
large certificated air carriers of traffic 
and capacity data as an area of 
potential burden reduction. 

During the course of its review, the 
Department reassessed the specific 
traffic and capacity data it requires for 
meeting its program responsibilities and 
tentatively concluded that, beyond the 
data now collected and utilized, it 
requires a standard aircraft size cutoff 
of 18,000 pounds available capacity 
payload; a limited amount of traffic and 
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capacity information from foreign air 
carriers; and some additional 
information on service classes operated 
by those large U.S. certificated in 
carriers reporting as Group III air 
carriers.® 

Essentially, the Department is 
proposing a reporting system, hereafter 
referred to as the RSPA Form 41 
Schedule T-100 Reporting System (T- 
100 system), that is designed to collect 
scheduled, nonscheduled °, and charter 
traffic and capacity data from both U.S. 
and foreign air carriers. These data 
would be assembled into a uniform data 
base. This new system would eliminate 
most of the burden from filing the 
current Form 41 “T” schedules for U.S. 
air carriers. Of the Form 41 “T” 
schedules, only Schedule T-8 “Report of 
Domestic All-Cargo Operations” would 
remain unchanged. Schedule T-8 is still 
needed to provide critical financial and 
traffic information on domestic all-cargo 
operations. ‘ 

The proposal would incorporate th 
Form 217 charter reporting into the T- 
100 system. This new system would 
consist of the Form 41 Schedule T-100 
and three simplified supplemental 
schedules for U.S. air not provided for in 
the Schedule T-100. On the Schedule T- 
100, U.S. air carriers would report 
nonstop segment and on-flight market 
information. On the new supplemental 
schedules (T-1, T-2, and T-3F), U.S. air 
carriers would report domestic 
passenger and cargo charters, domestic 
schedule all-cargo, and domestic or 
international military charters excluded 
from the T-100 system. Form I-92 data 
currently obtained from INS would no 
longer be required by the Department. 
INS is urged to comment in this docket 
as to the effect of this proposed rule on 
their data collection systems. 

The Department expects that a major 
burden reduction for both U.S. and 
foreign air carriers would result from an 
INS decision to reduce the burden of 
preparing the I-92 by more than 70 
percent and to convert it into a batching 
document for the Form I-94 reports. The 
application of the T-100 reporting 
system to foreign air carriers is 
discussed in a separate section, “Traffic 
and Capacity Data Collection (Foreign 
Air Carriers)”. 


5 Group III air carriers are those with annual 
operating revenues in excess of $200,000,000. 

® In certain cases dealing with special authority 
granted to a few foreign air cargo carriers, the 
Department has created a service class called 
“Nonscheduled (Other than Charter)" for 
individually documented cargo shipments moving at 
published tariff rates. These nonscheduled or 
irregular services do not involve the charter hiring 
of aircraft. 
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The proposed T-100 automated traffic 
and capacity data system would also 
replace the current Service Segment 
Data collection system. Under the 
proposed T-100 system, U.S. air carriers 
would submit a maximum of 24 data 
items, representing a significant 
reduction in the 49 SSD data elements 
now collected from U.S. air carriers. 
Collection of downline deplaning data 
would also be eliminated. 

Burden reductions would also result 
from the elimination of data elements 
that would no longer be required due to 
the summarization of data by on-flight 
market without regard to intermediate 
stops, and summarizing data by nonstop 
segment without regard to international 
flight numbers. The Department has not 
required flight numbers to be reported in 
the domestic entity since 1984. The 24 
Schedule T-100 data items would be 
reported in three categories, as 
follows—SERVICE PATTERN 
INFORMATION: Carrier entity code, 
Report date, Origin airport code, 
Destination airport code, and Service 
class code; NONSTOP SEGMENT 
INFORMATION: Aircraft type code, 
Revenue aircraft departures performed 
(510), Available capacity payload (270), 
Available seats—first cabin (311), 
Available seats—middle (business) 
cabin (313), Available seats—coach/ 
total (31X), Revenue passengers 
transported—first cabin (131), Revenue 
passengers transported—middle 
(business) cabin (133), Revenue 
passengers transported—coach/ total 
(13X), Revenue freight transported (237), 
Revenue mail transported (239), 
Revenue aircaft departures scheduled 
(520), Revenue aircraft hours (ramp-to- 
ramp) (630), Revenue aircraft hours 
(airborne) (610); and ON-FLIGHT 

MARKET INFORMATION: Revenue 
passengers enplaned-First cabin (111), 
Revenue passengers enplaned—middle 
(business) cabin (113), Revenue 
passengers enplaned—coach/ total 
(11X), Revenue freight enplaned (217), 
and Revenue mail enplaned (219). 

The T-100 system will eliminate the 
filing of much of the data now reported 
on Form 41 Schedules T--1(a), T-1(b), T- 
1(c), T-2, T-3(a), T-3(b) and T-3(c). 
However, there are two areas in 
domestic service not covered by the 
Schedule T-110 detail reports: (1) 
Domestic all-cargo operations and (2) 
‘domestic charter operations. Also, 
domestic and international military 
charter data would not be collected in 
the T-100 reports. To provide statistics 
needed for assessing total air carrier 
operations, the Department is proposing 
revised Schedules T-1 and T-3 for 
carriers to report only the data elements 


needed for these operations. The 
Schedule T-2 will also be retained, in 
part, to collect miscellaneous factors by 
aircraft type that are not required at the 
detail level. 

In general, it is anticipated that the 
traffic and capacity statistical elements 
now reported on the current Form 41 
schedules that are still needed would be 
submitted in computer media, such as 
magnetic tape or “floppy” disc. T-100 
data entry forms would be provided for 
those carriers without computer 
capability that seek a “hardship” waiver 
to submit data in non-computer media. 
The Department will be able to produce 
computer outputs from the T-100 data 
system in essentially the same formats 
as are now available in the hardcopy 
Form 41 “T” schedules. Therefore, this 
proposal to replace the current “T” 
schedules by the T-100 reporting system 
does not mean that, for instance, airport 
activity for scheduled services would no 
longer be available to users. 

The Department is merely simplifying 
data collection procedures and 
eliminating duplicate data collections 
from air carriers, resulting in substantial 
burden reductions in terms of reports 
submitted by carriers. Furthermore, 
within the Department, the data would 
be available monthly on computer 
terminals, and computer generated 
hardcopy formats, which would 
facilitate access to traffic and capacity 
data. 

An overview of the proposed 
supplemental schedules follows: 


Form 41, Schedule T-1 Traffic and 
Capacity by Class of Service 
(Applicable Entity Only), Monthly 


U.S. air carriers with domestic 
scheduled and charter cargo services, 
domestic passenger charters, and 
domestic and international military 
charter operations would provide 
summary data on this schedule. The 
Department has determined that 
summary data is sufficient for its needs 
to monitor the total size of the traffic in 
the aviation industry. Unlike the current 
Schedule T-1(b), this new schedule 
would not collect Scheduled Passenger/ 
Mixed Passenger/Cargo data codes 
(Service Classes A, C, and E), since the 
scheduled services information (Service 
Class F) required by the Department 
would be derived directly from the T- 
100 reports. Military charter operations, 
however, would still be reported by 
Service Class Codes N (Nonscheduled 
Military Passenger/Cargo) or R 
(Nonscheduled Military Cargo). 
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Form 41, Schedule T-2 Traffic and 
Capacity by Aircraft Type (All Entities), 
Quarterly 


Key data elements under Service 
Class “Z”" (All Services) would be 
collected by aircraft type (for example, 
revenue-ton miles), to be integrated into 
the T-100 data base. These elements 
would encompass the same operations 
as included on the proposed new 
Schedule T-1. 

Nonscheduled, all services, and 
scheduled all-cargo revenue aircraft 
departures performed (510) would be 
used to edit the detail T-100 data. Other 
miscellaneous data elements, such as 
aircraft days assigned to service, would 
also be reported on this schedule. 


Form 41, Schedule T-3 Airport Activity 
Statistics (Applicable Entity Only), 
Quarterly 


Key data elements for military 
nonscheduled services and domestic 
nonscheduled services (Service Class V) 
and for domestic scheduled all-cargo 
service (Service Class G) are needed by 
the Department, such as enplanements 
by airport and departures by aircraft 
type. Service Class “F” (scheduled 
passenger/cargo) data are to be 
reported only in the detail T-100 reports, 
and are not included in the T-3 
schedule. 


Need For Middle Cabin Data 


Under the International Air 
Transportation Competition Act of 1979 
(IATCA, Pub. L. 96-192), the Department 
is charged with ensuring the ability of 
U.S. air carriers to compete equitably in 
the international marketplace. In order 
to fulfill this responsibility, the 
Department needs timely information on 
the competitive service classes actually 
being offered in the marketplace. 

In this proposed rule the Department 
is considering whether to collect traffic 
data for the Group Iil U.S. air carriers’ 
business cabins (in addition to first and 
coach cabin data). The Department 
primarily is considering three 
alternatives: (1) Continuing the existing 
system of collecting only first and coach 
class data for domestic and 
international services; (2) collecting first, 
middle, and coach cabin passenger data 
for all international services, while 
collecting only total passenger data for 
domestic services; or (3) collecting data 
for all three cabins (first, middle and 
coach) for both international and 
domestic services of Group Ill U.S. air 
carriers, while collecting only total 
passenger data for all other carriers. 
Commenters may wish to respond to 
another option which is collecting only 
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total data from all carriers without any 
breakdown by cabin configuration. 

Virtually all of the large U.S. air 
carriers providing international service 
have reconfigured their aircraft 
passenger compartments for a variety of 
service options, including middle cabins 
for “Business Class” service’, as well as 
first class and coach cabins. An 
examination of the services that were 
offered for August 1986 revealed that 
about 50 percent of all international 
flights offer “Business Class” service. 

The Department believes, with regard 
to its international route carrier 
selection responsibilities, that the long- 
term profitability of the fare and service 
proposals can be critical to the selection 
decision. Estimates of the use of 
“Business Class” data in international 
markets are currently derived from 
carrier filings in support of their 
international route applications. Besides 
the gateway-to-gateway markets, the 
applicants invariably identify domestic 
single-plane behind gateway services, as 
well as change-of-gauge service 
operated with the same flight number 
and other on-line connecting 
opportunities in developing the 
applicants’ traffic and financial 
forecasts. No data is generally provided, 
however, on the passenger mix from 
interior domestic points through the 
gateway to foreign points. 

Since first class and business 
compartment passengers tend to be high 
yield passengers, a relatively small 
number of such passengers can 
contribute disproportionately to the 
revenue received on any flight. 
Assuming revenue is held constant, a 
larger proportion of reduced fare options 
become available when some classes of 
passengers travel at premium rates. 
Since the Department must weigh these 
price/quality options in selecting 
carriers, to evaluate these carrier 
proposals requires data about the 
passenger mix in both the international 
segment and the domestic behind- 
gateway segments. Without this specific 
data, the Department's decision makers 
believe the traffic projections and 
financial estimates will not be 
sufficiently precise.* Besides 


7 The OAG as of August 1986 identifies the 
following three codes related to such “Business 
Class” service: C = Business Class; D = Discount 
Business Class; and J] = Premium Business Class. 

® The Department also found that in November 
1986, 22.4 percent of domestic revenue aircraft miles 
flown provided business cabin service and that, 
only six months later, in May 1987, the proportion of 
domestic revenue aircraft miles with business cabin 
service had grown to 25.5 percent. 


international carrier selection 
proceedings, traffic and capacity data 
are used to test carrier service proposals 
in certificate applications, toevaluate — 
acquisitions and mergers, to analyze 
data for IATA agreements, and to 
support the United States position in 
bilateral negotiations. 

These data are now derived from the 
Service Segment Data (SSD) and other ~ 
data sources available to the 


Total Pass./Avg. Fare 
Reported Coach Pass./Avg. Fare. 


Carriers 1, 2, and 3 report coach fares 
of $90, $83.09 and $80, respectively, 
since “Business Class” is currently 
incorporated in the coach data. 
However, while carriers 2 and 3 have 
identifical “coach” fares, ten of carrier 
2's “coach” passengers pay $30 more 
than the “coach” fare for “Business 
Class” service, resulting in a $3.09 
average reported coach fare difference 
between the two carriers. Competitively, 
there is no actual coach fare differential 
between the two carriers. 

Since changes in fare class and fare 
level are important indicators of 
industry competition and pricing 
practices, our inability to examine these 
fare differentials severely restricts our 
ability to conduct our oversight 
responsibilities. Thus, the Department 
finds that “Business Class” data is 
essential to its oversight of airline 
industry consolidations and will become 
important in its merger follow-up ' 
studies. The data also will be useful in 
examining price elasticity in various 
markets. Even though the authority to 
approve or deny section 408 
applications may be transferred to the 
Department of Justice, this Department 
will still maintain its broad 
transportation responsibilities. 
Moreover, the Department's Public 
Counsel staff participate as a party in 
such section 408 proceedings at the 
Department of Justice. 

The Department has tentatively 
concluded that traffic for the three types 
of service class offerings—first, middle 
(business), and coach cabin for both 
international and domestic services of 
Group III U.S. air carriers would provide 
a more accurate representation of 
passenger distribution than does the 
current reporting requirement, where 
coach and middle (business) cabin 
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Department. None of these data sources, 
however, allows the Department to 
judge the relative effects of the rapidly 
growing, high yield, “Business Class” 
services in either domestic or 
international markets. 

The growth of “Business Class” traffic 
is particularly important when 
examining carrier pricing practices in 
antitrust and merger cases. A simple 
example is shown below: 


passengers are combined. As we have 
previously indicated, significant amount 
of “Business Class” services are now 
being provided.® Since our current 
reporting requirements provide only for 
first class and coach data, those carriers 
with “Business Class” service must now 
consolidate these data with coach data. 
Our new reporting requirement will 
remove this step and allow the reporting 
of data as collected. Thus, any carrier 
expenses associated with the current 
data collection will be reduced. Those 
carriers without “Business Class” 
service will, of course, incur no 
additional burden. 

Moreover, the Department is the only 
Government source that collects and 
disseminates comprehensive aviation 
data. Where important market changes 
are developing, it is the Department's 
responsibility to collect pertinent data 
which would enhance its 
decisionmaking capability on domestic 
and international aviation matters. 
Therefore, the Department proposes !° 
to collect three additional passenger 
data elements from Group III U.S. air 
carriers, where such service offerings 
are predominantly concentrated, as 
follows: 


ness) cabin. 


® American Airlines has indicated it is 
considering adding a third cabin in all domestic 
flights, patterned after the executive class service 
offered by Air California, which it will absorb July 
1, 1987. Aviation Daily, May 6, 1987. 

10 For illustrative purposes, the rule text reflects 
only business cabin services in international 
operations. If the final rule is adopted as tentatively 
decided, domestic business cabin services will be 
included as well. 
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The Department tentatively plans to 
require that elements 113, 133 and 313 be 
reported for all entity operations of 
Group III U.S. air carriers. 

Only composite elements would be 
collected for foreign air carriers and 
Group I and II U.S. air carriers, as 
follows: 


The Department welcomes comments 
from interested persons on the question 
of whether additional burden on carriers 
will result from the collection and 
submission to the Department of 
passenger traffic and capacity data by 
aircraft cabin configurations: first cabin, 
middle (business) cabin and coach 
cabin. 

Form 41 Revenue Passenger Data by 
Fare Class 


In assessing its needs for traffic and 
capacity data by class of service, the 
Department analyzed its need for the 
continuation of separate reporting of 
scheduled passenger revenues between 
first class service and coach service. 
This analysis has revealed that while 
the Department's staff has a need for 
revenue data by service class, the 
required degree of precision is such that 
current data needs can be met by the 
Origin-Destination (O&D) Survey. This 
Survey provides the Department with 
reliable dollar fare data, by first class, 
coach and other fare categories. 
Therefore, the Department proposes to 
consolidate first class and coach 
revenue into one revenue account on 
Form 41 Schedule P-1.2, “Statement of 
Operations.” These two passenger 
revenue subaccomuts (3901.1 First Class 
and 3901.2 Coach) would be 
consolidated into a single revenue 
account, “3901 Transport Revenues— 
Passenger.” Collection of Military 
Charter Data by Aircraft Type. 

The Department's objective is to 
collect only the data required for its 
programs or required for the programs of 
other Federal agencies if it is less 
burdensome for the Department to 
collect for these agenices. Although the 
Department only needs summary data 
on military flights for industry analysis 
purposes (for instance, total revenue 
passengers enplaned on Schedule T-1 
and total aircraft departures in the 


Airport Activity Statistics), the 
Department of the Air Force (USAF) has 
specified a need for the breakout of 
military charter data by Service Class 
Codes N (Nonscheduled Military 
Passenger/Cargo) and R (Nonscheduled 
Military Cargo) on Schedule T-1. To 
justify for the record the continued 
collection of these data, the Department 
requests USAF to submit a statement of 
need to the Docket. In addition, USAF 
should request approval from OMB for 
the Department to act as its collection 
agent for these data (see 5 CFR 1320.15). 
Absent this justification and approval, 
the Department's final rule will provide 
for the collection of only summary data 
from military charter operations. 


Traffic and Capacity Data Collection 
(Foreign Air Carriers) 

Currently, foreign air carrier recurrent 
reporting of traffic and capacity data to 
the Department is limited to charter 
operations to and from the United 
States. Charter traffic flow information 
is reported quarterly to the Department 
by foreign air carriers on RSPA Form 
217 “Report of Civil Aircraft Charters 
Performed by U.S. Certificated and 
Foreign Air Carriers.” The data reported 
on Form 217 are required to assess the 
impact of charter traffic on specific 
international markets for use in 
international aviation negotiations, 
evaluating foreign air carrier requests 
for operating authority to serve U.S. 
points, and monitoring international 
fares and rates. In addition to Form 217, 
the Department uses the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service’s INS Form 
I-92 “Aircraft Vessel Report” and freight 
data obtained from the Department of 
Commerce to estimate foreign air 
carriers’ scheduled operations activity. 
Form I-92 provides arriving and 
departing passenger count data at 
gateways, and is used as a measure of 
the scheduled passenger traffic for such 
points. Both U.S. and foreign air carriers 
operating to and from the U.S. are 
required to file INS Form I-92. The 
Department of Commerce, Bureau of 
Census “Airborne Trade” data provides 
a similar measure for freight data, 
although these data include both charter 
and scheduled services, and a 
differentiation between the two services 
is not possible. 

Under the provisions of the 
International Air Transportation 
Competition Act of 1979 (IATCA, Pub. L. 
96-192), the Secretary of Transportation 
is charged with developing an 
international air transportation 
negotiating policy which includes, 
among other responsibilities: 

(1) The strengthening of the 
competitive position of United States air 


carriers to at least assure equality with 
foreign air carriers; 

(2) The freedom for air carriers and 
foreign air carriers to offer fares and 
rates which correspond with consumer 
demand; 

(3) The fewest possible restrictions on 
charter air transportation; 

(4) The maximum degree of multiple 
and permissive international authority 
for United States air carriers so that 
they will be able to respond quickly to 
shifts in market demand; 

(5) The elimination of operational and 
marketing restrictions to the greatest 
extent possible; 

(6) The provision of opportunities for 
foreign air carriers to increase their 
access to United States points if 
exchanged for benefits of similar 
magnitude for United States carriers or 
the traveling public with permanent 
linkage between rights granted and 
rights given away; and 

(7) The elimination of discrimination 
and unfair competitive practices. 

In carrying out this mandate in the 
highly competitive international 
marketplace, the Department operates 
mainly within the framework of bilateral 
aviation agreements which exist 
between the United States and most 
foreign countries. In evaluating existing 
and proposed changes to bilateral air 
service agreements, a determination is 
made of the air transportation commerce 
between the U.S. and foreign countries. 
Examples of traffic and capacity data 
elements needed to calculate the 
balance of benefits include traffic 
volume, available seating capacity and 
available cargo capacity. Within today's 
continuously changing competitive 
environment, these determinations have 
become an item of critical importance in 
U.S. aviation relations with foreign 
governments. 

This environment has created an 
awareness of the importance of the 
availability of timely and accurate 
aviation information in discovering and 
responding to short-notice changes in 
the marketplace. In addition to 
timeliness and accuracy, the 
Department has also identified certain 
inherent problems with the data 
available for estimating foreign air 
carrier scheduled traffic flows to/from 
the United States. In estimating traffic 
for scheduled service operations, the 
Department has been forced to use 
diverse and somewhat incompatible 
data sources, such as INS Form I-92 
data, even though such sources were not 
always directly responsive to program 
needs. Such data are used to supplement 
the foreign air carrier charter data 
reported on Form 217. Because Form I- 





92 is an INS, not a DOT, data collection, 
the Department does not have 
flexibility to quickly revise the data 
collected in order to respond to 
changing information needs. 

In reviewing its overall aviation 
responsibilities and related data 
requirements, the Department has 
tentatively concluded that the potential 
exists for decreasing foreign air carrier 
reporting burden and increasing the 
reliability of its internation data base. 
To accomplish this, the Department is 
proposing to establish a Schedule T- 
100(f) reporting system for foreign air 
carriers. This system is a minimum-level 
uniform nonstop segment and on-flight 
market data collection system. that is 
compatible with the proposed Schedule 
T-100 reporting system for U.S. air 
carriers. 

By comparison, foreign air carriers 
would be required to report on a 
monthly basis only 13 of the total 24 
data items that would be reported by 
U.S. air carriers on Schedule T-100. The 
13 items fall into 3 major informational 
groupings—SERVICE PATTERN DATA: 
Carrier code, Report date, Origin airport 
code, Destination airport code, and 
Service class code; NONSTOP 
SEGMENT DATA: Aircraft type code, 
Revenue aircraft departures performed, 
Available capacity payload, Total 
available seats, Total revenue 
passengers transported and Revenue 
freight transported; and ON-FLIGHT 
MARKET DATA: Total revenue 
passengers enplaned, and Revenue 
freight enplaned. 

The 13 item would encompass 
scheduled, charter and nonscheduled 
operations. Foreign air carriers would 
not separate behind homeland traffic 
from homeland traffic since for the 
purpose of the T-100(f) report, traffic 
data are considered to enplane or 
deplane at the first or last homeland 
point reportable on the segment or 
market report. 

The above data base would close 
critical data gaps for scheduled 
passenger and: scheduled. cargo services 
affecting the U.S. that are operated by 
foreign air carriers. In order to provide 
data more consistent with current needs, 
the Department proposes to take 
advantage of technological innovations 
in computer reporting and processing 
capabilities to reduce carrier burden. 
Under the proposed system, foreign air 
carriers: would be able to report. the 
above traffic and capacity data by using 
ADP media. The Schedule T--1006f) 
automated reporting — is designed 
to be an essential part of the 
Department's integrated traffic and 
capacity reporting system. 


Adoption of the Schedule T-100 
reporting system would eliminate the 
need for foreign and U.S. air carriers to 
report their charter operations of Form 
217. The new system would also 
eliminate the Department's need for INS 
Form I-92. 


Review of Program Requirements 


Under this proposal, the Department 
believes U.S. air carriers would 
experience a significant reduction in 
reporting burden associated with traffic 
and capacity data. This reduction would 
be achieved by enabling air carriers to 
benefit from the Department's adoption 
of technological advances in data 
collection techniques, resulting in a 
significant reduction in the volume of 
data elements submitted. Data elements 
would be reduced from the 49 collected 
in the current Service Segment Data to a 
maximum of 24 data items proposed for 
collection from Group III U.S. air 
carriers in the Schedule T-100 report. 
U.S. air carriers other than Group Ill 
would report a total of only 18 data 
items. 

New data summarization procedures 
in the Department's automatic data 
processing systems would permit the 
generation of the traffic and capacity 
data now reported by carriers in 
hardcopy formats on the current Form 41 
Schedules T-1, T-2, and T-3. The ADP 
systems would be developed and 
operated by the Department's 
Transportation Systems Center, RSPA, 
supported by user funds. 

The new system relieves carriers of 
the burden of submitting these detailed 
Form 41 schedules for other than 
domestic charter and all-cargo 
operations, and military charters. While 
the Department recognizes that an air 
carrier's continuing monthly processing 
costs for the proposed T-100 data 
collection system may be substantially 
reduced from the current processing 
costs, there are initial, one-time 
developmental and change-over costs 
for computer programming and 
procedural changes required to 
implement the proposed procedures. The 
Department welcomes comments from 
U.S. and foreign air carriers as to the 
initial and continuing processing burden 
hours of providing these data as 
compared to the applicable present 
reporting systems (Form 41: “T” 
schedules, Service Segment Data (SSD), 
Form 217, and. INS Form I-92). 

Responses should recognize that air 
carriers develop traffic. and capacity 
data systems for air carrier management 
purposes. Thus, it may be appropriate to 
apportion only part of the total burden 
hours as directly attributable to DOT’s 
reguatory requirements. Actual data or 
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estimates of the current and potential 
burden hours will facilitate evaluation 
of this proposed rule. 


Confidentiality 


The Department has no uniform 
disclosure policy for market data 
reported in the Service Segment Data 
(SSD) or Charter Data reporting 
systems. International service segment 
data reported by U.S. air carriers is 
withheld from public disclosure 
indefinitely; while domestic Service 
Segment Data, in so far as it discloses 
downline deplaning data or belly cargo 
data, currently is withheld from 
disclosure for 1 year. On the other hand, 
international charter data filed by U.S. 
and foreign air carriers has no 
disclosure restrictions. 

A rulemaking is planned by the 
Department to review its disclosure 
policy pertaining to all reported aviation 
economic information. However, work 
on this confidentiality rulemaking has 
been delayed until major revisions to 
various reporting systems have been 
finalized. 

In the meantime and without 
prejudging the outcome of the 
confidentiality rulemaking, the 
Department is proposing to hold 
confidential individual carrier market 
data at the level reported in Schedules 
T-100 and T-100(f) for a period of 3 
years after the calendar month to which 
the data relates. Individual air carrier 
summary statistics may be made 
available before the expiration of the 3 
year period, provided individual air 
carrier market shares are not disclosed. 

The Department may release 
individual air carrier market data before 
the end of the 3 year period: (1) To other 
Federal agencies for internal use only, 
(2) to foreign governments as provided 
in reciprocal arrangements between the 
foreign country and U.S. government for 
the release of comparable data, (3) to 
parties to any proceeding before the 
Department as required by the 
Administrative Law Judge assigned to 
the processing or by the Department, 
and (4) to such persons and im such 
circumstances as the Department 
determines to be in the public interest or 
consistent with its regulatory functions 
and responsibilities, upon a written 
statement of significant need by the 
requesting party. The Department's 
determination will be: made in writing, 
and a copy of this written determination 
will be made publicly available. 


Other Federal Users of Form 41 Data 


While this rulemaking notice focuses 
primarily on the Department's need for 
air carrier traffic and capacity statistical 
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data, except for those of the U.S. Air 
Force (refer to caption “Collection of 
Military Charter Data by Aircraft 
Type”), the Department recognizes that 
other Federal agencies have come to 
rely on the Department's data 
collections to administer various 
Federal programs that utilize air 
transportation data. Those agencies that 
have expressed a need for traffic and 
capacity statistics, along with their 
programs, follow: 
Department of Commerce—Bureau of 
Economic Analysis 
¢ Estimation of Gross National 
uct 
¢ Analysis of International 
Transactions Account 
© Compilation of Input-Output Tables 
of the U.S. 
Department of Labor 
_© Consumer Price Index 
Department of State 
¢ Bilateral Aviation Negotiations 
National Transportation Safety Board 
e Analysis of Safety Levels in 
Commercial Aviation 
Department of Justice 
e Anti-trust assessments 
The Department invites all Federal 
agencies to carefully review the 
proposed rule, and requests comments 
on the program benefits of the T-100 
system as well as whether the proposed 
aviation data collection changes would 
adversely affect the administration of 
their programs. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 217 and 
241 


Air carriers, foreign, reporting, and 
recordkeeping requirements. 


Proposed Rule 

Accordingly, the Department of 
Transportation proposes to amend 
Chapter II of 14 CFR, as follows: 

1. Part 217 would be revised to read: 


PART 217—REPORTING TRAFFIC AND 
CAPACITY STATISTICS BY FOREIGN 
AIR CARRIERS IN CIVILIAN 
SCHEDULED, CHARTER, AND 
NONSCHEDULED SERVICES 


Sec. 

217.1 
217.2 
217.3 
217.4 
217.5 
217.6 


Definitions. 

Applicability. 

Reporting requirements, 

Data collected (service classes). 
Data collected (data elements). 
Extension of filing time. 

217.7 Certification. 

217.8 Reporting procedures. 

217.9 Waivers from reporting requirements. 
217.10 Instructions. 

217.11 Reporting compliance. 

Authority: Secs. 101(3), 204, 401, 402, 403, 
404, 407, 411, 416, 1002, 72 Stat. 737, 743, 754, 
758, 760, 766, 769, 771, 788; 49 U.S.C. 1301, 
1324, 1371, 1373, 1374, 1377, 1381, 1386, 1482. 


§ 217.1 Definitions. 

As used in this part: 

“Large Aircraft” means an aircraft 
that is not a small aircraft. 

“Small Aircraft” means an aircraft 
designed to have a maximum passenger 
capacity of 60 seats or less or a 
—e payload of 18,000 pounds or 
ess. 


§ 217.2 Applicability. 

This part applies to foreign air carriers 
that are authorized by the Department 
to provide civilian passenger and/or 
cargo scheduled, nonscheduled and 
charter services to or from the United 
States, whether performed pursuant to a 
permit or exemption authority. 
Operations conducted with small 
aircraft are exempt from the 
requirements of this Part. 


§ 217.3 Reporting requirements. 

(a) Each foreign air carrier shall file 
RSPA Form 41 Schedule T-100(f) 
“Foreign Air Carrier Traffic and 
Capacity Data by Nonstop Segment and 
On-flight Market.” 

(b) The traffic and capacity statistics 
reported on Schedule T-100(f) shall be 
accumulated in accordance with the 
data elements prescribed in Sec. 217.5 of 
this part as a subset of the elements in 
14 CFR Part 241, Sec. 19-5. 

(c) One copy of Schedule T-100(f) 
shall be filed. 

(d) Schedule T-100(f) shall be filed 
monthly and is due at the Department 
thirty (30) days following the end of the 
reporting month. 

(e) Schedule T-100(f) shall be filed 
with the Research and Special Programs 
Administration, Transportation Systems 
Center, Center for Transportation 
Information at the address referenced in 
Sec. 217.10. 


§ 217.4 Data collected (service classes). 

(a) The statistical classifications are 
designed to reflect the operating 
elements attributable to each distinctive 
class of service offered for scheduled, 
nonscheduled and charter service. 

(b) The service classes that foreign air 
carriers shall report on Schedule T- 
100(f), as described in 14 CFR Part 241, 
Sec. 19-4, are: 

(1) Scheduled Passenger/Cargo 

(2) Scheduled All-Cargo 

(3) Charter Passenger/Cargo 

(4) Charter All-Cargo 

(5) Nonscheduled Cargo Services (Other 
than Charter). This service class is 
reserved for special nonscheduled 
cargo flights provided by some foreign 
air carriers under special authority 
granted by the Department, also 
known as “Service, Irregular 

(Excluding Charter and Special).” 
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§ 217.5 Data collected (data elements). 


(a) Within each of the service 
classifications prescribed in Sec. 217.4, 
data shall be maintained as applicable 
to traffic and capacity elements. 

(b) The statistical data to be reported 
on Schedule T-100(f), as described in 14 
CFR Part 241, Sec. 19-5, are: 

(1) Air carrier. The name and code of 
the air carrier reporting the data. 

(2) Reporting period date. The year 
and month to which the reported data 
are applicable. 

(3) Origin airport code. This code 
represents the commonly accepted 
industry designator in the Official 
Airline Guide (OAG). 

(4) Destination airport code. This code 
represents the commonly accepted 
industry designator in the OAG. 

(5) Service class code. For scheduled 
and other services, the following service 
class codes shall be maintained, as 
applicable: 

(i) F—Scheduled Passenger/Cargo 

(ii) G—Scheduled All-Cargo 

(iii) H—Charter Passenger/Cargo 

(iv). J—Charter All-Cargo 

(v) Q—Nonscheduled Cargo Services 
(Other than Charter) 


(6) Aircraft type code. This code 
represents the aircraft type. 

(7) Revenue aircraft departures 
performed (Code 510). The number of 
revenue aircraft departures performed in 
scheduled service and extra sections. 

(8) Available capacity payload (Code 
270). The available capacity in metric 
ton kilograms (at 2.2046 pounds per 
kilogram). This figure shall reflect the 
payload or total available capacity for 
passengers, mail and freight that is 
actually provided by the particular 
aircraft with which each flight stage is 
performed. 

(9) Available seats (Code 310). The 
actual number of seats available for 
sale, excluding those blocked for safety 
or operational reasons, on the particular 
aircraft with which each flight segment 
is performed. 

(10) Revenue passengers transported 
(Code 130). The total number of revenue 
passengers on board over a flight stage, 
including those already on the aircraft 
from previous flight stages. 

(11) Revenue freight transported 
(kilos) (Code 237). The amount of 
revenue freight that is transported. 
Freight is revenue cargo other than 
passengers or mail that is flown 
pursuant to published tariffs. 

(12) Revenue passengers enplaned 
(Code 110). The total number of revenue 
passengers enplaned at the origin point 
of a flight stage, boarding the flight for 
the first time. 





(13), Revenue freight enplaned (kilos) 
(Code 217), The amount of revenue 
freight cargo that is enplaned. Freight is 
revenue cargo other than passengers or 
= is flown pursuant to published 
tariffs. 


§ 217.6 Extension of filing time. 

If circumstances prevent the filing of a 
Schedule T-100(f) report on or before 
the due date prescribed in 14 CFR Part 
241, Sec. 22, a written request for an 
extension must be filed with the 
Director, Office of Aviation Information 
Management, to be received at the 
address provided im Sec. 217.10 at least 
three days in advance of the due date, 
setting forth good reason to justify 
granting an extension, and the date 
when the report can be filed. If a request 
is denied, the air carrier remains subject 
to the filing requirements to the same 
extent as if no request for extension of 
time had been made. 


§ 217.7 Certification. 

The certification for RSPA Schedule 
T-100(f) shall be signed by an officer of 
the air carrier with the requisite 
authority over the collection of data and 
preparation of reports to ensure the 
validity and accuracy of the data. 


§ 217.8 Reporting procedures. 

Complete reporting guidelines and 
procedures for Schedule T-100(f} are 
prescribed in Secs. 19, 22 and 25 of 14 
CFR Part 241. 


§ 217.9 Waivers from reporting 
requirements. 


A waiver from any reporting 
requirement contained in Schedule T- 
100{f) may be granted by the 
Department upon its own initiative, or 
upon the submission of a written request 
of the air carrier to the Department's 
Director, Office of Aviation Information 
Management, (at the address in 
§ 217.10), when such a waiver is in the 
public interest. Each request for waiver 
must expressly demonstrate that: 
existing peculiarities or unusual 
circumstances warrant a departure from 
the prescribed procedure or technique; a 
specifically defined alternative 
procedure or technique will result in 
substantially equivalent or more 
accurate portrayal of the operations 
reported; and the application of such 
alternative procedure will maintain or 
improve uniformity in reporting as 
among air carriers. 

§ 217.10 Instructions. 

Foreign air carriers may submit the 
data required on Schedule T-100(f) 
either on floppy discs produced on 
microcomputers and on other ADP 
media, such as magnetic tape, or in 


hardcopy reports. The detail instructions 
for preparing Schedule T-—100(f), are 
included:in the “Instructions to. Foreign 
Air Carriers for Reporting Traffic and 
Capacity Data on Form 41 Schedule T- 
100(f),” issued by the Research and 
Special Programs Administration 
(RSPA), Office of Aviation Information 
Management (AIM). Copies are 
available from the Office of Aviation 
Information Management, DAF1, 
Research and Special Programs 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street SW... 
Washington, DC, 20590. Regulations and 
instructions are provided by AIM; 
completed information forms should be 
submitted to the address provided in the 
Instructions manual. 


§ 217.11 Reporting compliance. 

Failure to file reports required by this 
part will subject an air carrier to the 
penalties of Sec. 901 and Sec. 902 of the- 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended. 


PART 241—UNIFORM SYSTEM OF 
ACCOUNTS AND REPORTS FOR 
LARGE CERTIFICATED AIR CARRIERS 


2. The authority for Part 241 continues 
to read: 

Authority: Secs. 101, 204, 401, 402, 403, 404, 
407, 411, 416, 417, 901,902, 1002, 1601, Pub. L. 
85-726, as amended, 72 Stat. 737, 743,.754, 
758, 766, 769, 774, 783, 788; 76 Stat. 145; 92 
Stat. 1744; 49 U.S.C. 1301, 1324, 1371, 1372, 
1373, 1374, 1377, 1381, 1472, 1482, 1551; sec. 43, 
Pub L. 95-504, 92 Stat. 1750, 49 U.S.C. 1552. 


Section 03—[Amended] 


3. Sec. 03, Definitions for Purposes of 
This System of Accounts and Reports 
would be amended by: 

A. Removing the definitions of 
Express; Service, coach (tourist); and - 
Service, first class. 

B. Revising the definitions of Airport- 
to-airport distance, and Freight to read 
as follows: 


* * * * 


Airport-to-airport distance. The great- 
circle distance, measured in statute 
miles, between airports in accordance 
with 14 CFR Part 247 of the 
Department's Aviation Economic 
Regulations. 

Freight. Property transported by air 
under published air freight tariffs. 


* * 


Section 12—[Amended] 


4. In Section 12, amend TRANSPORT 
REVENUES, 01 Passenger by removing 
paragraph (b). 
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Section 19—[Amended]. 


5. Sec..19—UNIFORM 
CLASSIFICATION OF OPERATING 
STATISTICS would be amended by 
revising Secs. 19-1 through 19-6 to read 
as follows: 


Sec. 19-1 Applicability. 


(a) United States air carriers: Each 
large certificated U.S. air carrier shall 
file with the Department, on a monthly 
basis, Form 41 Schedule T-100 “U.S. Air 
Traffic and Capacity Data by Nonstop 
Segment and On-flight Market,” and 
summary data as prescribed in Sec. 22 
and Sec. 25 of this part. Carriers who 
conduct only all-cargo operations under 
418 certificates are not required to file 
Schedule T-100. The manual 
“instructions to U.S. Air Carriers for 
Reporting Traffic and Capacity Data on 
Form 41 Schedules T-100, T-1, T-2 and 
T-3” (Instructions-U.S. Air Carriers) 
provides the information for filing these 
schedules. Copies are available as 
described in Sec. 25 of this part. 

(b) Foreign (non-U.S.) air carriers: 
Foreign air carriers as required by Part 
217 shall file Form 41 Schedule T-100(f) 
“Foreign Air Carrier Traffic and 
Capacity Data by Nonstop Segment and 
On-flight Market.” The manual 
“Instructions to Foreign Air Carriers for 
Reporting Traffic and Capacity Data on 
Form Schedule T-100(f),” (Instructions- 
Foreign Air Carriers) provides the 
necessary information for filing this 
schedule. 

(c) U.S. air carriers shall use 
automatic data processing (ADP) 
services, either in-house or from ADP 
service agencies to prepare magnetic 
computer tap or “floppy disc” for 
transmitting the prescribed data to the 
Department. In hardship cases, U.S. air 
carriers may request, under Sec. 1-2 of 
this part, to utilize hardcopy data input 
forms. Foreign air carriers shall submit 
these data on ADP media (magetic tape 
or “floppy disc”) or hardcopy forms, as 
prescribed in § 217.10 of this chapter. 

(d) The Schedules T-100 and T-100(f) 
data shall be withheld from public 
disclosure for a period of 3 years and 
shall be made available only as 
provided in Sec. 19-6. 


Sec. 19-2 Maintenance of data. 


(a) Each air carrier required to file 
Form 41 Schedule T-100 data shall 
maintain its operating statistics, 
covering the movement of traffic in 
accordance with the uniform 
classifications prescribed herein. Codes 
are prescribed for each operating 
elements and service class. 
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(b) Each carrier shall maintain data 
applicable to the specified traffic and 
capacity elements prescribed in Sec. 
129-5 and Sec. 25, and by general 
service classes prescribed in Sec. 19-4 
of this part. 

(c) The classifications prescribed for 
traffic and capacity elements are 
designed to reflect, on a uniform basis, 
the physical factors relating to air 
transport operations as actually 
conducted. 

(d) Operating statistics. shall be 
maintained in accordance with the type 
of record, either nonstop segment or on- 
flight market. 

(e) For convenience of reference, each 
prescribed statistical element has been 
assigned a distinctive four character 
alphanumeric code. The first character 
of the code denotes the basic class of 
service; for example, code Zxxx denotes 
the All Services class of service. The 
last three characters denote the 
particular operating elements involved; 
for example, xixx for passengers; x4xx 
for miles; and x9xx for miscellaneous 
information. The last two characters 
denote the specific data, such as Z110 
for passengers enplaned. 


Sec. 19-3 Accessibility and transmittal 
of data. 


(a) Each reporting air carrier shall 
maintain its prescribed operating 
statistics in a manner and at such 
locations as will permit ready 
accessability for examination by 
representatives of the Department. The 
record retention requirements are 
prescribed in 14 CFR Part 249. 

(b) Individual segment and market 
data for Sec. 418 domestic all-cargo, 
domestic charter and military charter 
operations are not required to be 
reported on the Schedule T-100, but 
summary data for such operations shall 
be included in the T-1. T-2 and T-3 
schedules that U.S. air carriers shall 
transmit to the Department on a monthly 
or quarterly basis as prescribed in Secs. 
22 and 25. For international military 
charters, only the U.S. airports are 


reported on Schedule T-3, and the 
foreign airports are combined and 
reported on a single line, as Airport 
“ZXX.” International civilian charter 
and civilian all-cargo operations shall be 
reported in the T-100 data format, by 
nonstop segment and on-flight market, 
on Schedules T-100 or T-100(f). 

(c) All T-100 reports shall be 
transmitted in accordance with the 
standard practices established by the 
Department. These reports shall be 
received by the Department no later 
than thirty (30) days following the end of 
the month to which applicable. 


Sec. 19-4 Service classes. 


The statistical classifications are 
designed to reflect the operating 
elements attributable to each distinctive 
class of service offered. The operating 
elements shall be grouped in accordance 
with their inherent characteristics as 
follows: 


(a) Scheduled services. 


Scheduled services shall include 
traffic and capacity elements applicable 
to air transportation provided pursuant 
to published schedules and extra 
sections to scheduled flights. Scheduled 
Passenger/Cargo (Service Class F) is a 
compositie of first class, coach, and 
mixed passenger/cargo service. The 
following classifications shall be 
maintained as applicable: 


(b) Nonscheduled services. 


Nonscheduled services shall include 
all traffic and capacity elements 
applicable to the performance of 
nonscheduled aircraft charters, and 
other air transportation services not 
constituting an integral part of services 


performed pursuant to published flight 
schedules. The following classifications 
shall be maintained, as applicable: 


—Nonscheduled 
(L+N+P+R). 


(Other than Charter) This 
service class code Q is 


. These 
flights are aiso known as 


(c) All Services. 


This classification shall reflect, for the 
applicable elements, the aggregate 
amounts for all services performed by 
the operating entity: 


Z—All Services (V+ K) ........+0++ 


All Services (Code Z) is not 
prescribed for foreign air carriers, and 
all summary data required by the 
Department will be derived from 
Schedule T-100(f). 


Sec. 19-5 Air transport traffic and 
capacity elements. 


(a) Within each of the service 
classifications prescribed in Sec. 19-4, 
data shall be maintained as applicable 
to specified air transport traffic and 
capacity elements. 

(b) The statistical data are: 
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Type of Record Applicable 
(one Form 41 
Description Schedules) 


Carrier, carrier entity code T-100 (f) i 
Reporting period date T-100 (f) 1 
Origin airport code T-100 (f) 
Destination airport code T-100 (f) 
Service class code T-i00 (f) 1 
Aircraft type code T-100 (f) 1 
Revenue passengers enplaned T-100 (f) 1 
Passengers enplaned - first cabin T-100 
Passengers enplaned - middle cabin T-100 
Passengers enplaned - coach cabin T-100- 
Revenue passengers transported T-100 
Passengers transported - first cabin T-100 
Passengers transported - middle cabin T-100 
Passengers transported - coach cabin T-100 
Revenue passenger-miles *CFD 
Revenue cargo tons enplaned #CFD 
Enplaned freight T-100 
Enplaned wail T-100 
Revenue tons transported #CFD 
Transported freight T-100 
Transported mail T-100 
Revenue ton-wiles #CFD 
Revenue ton-miles passenger #CFD 
Revenue ton-miles freight #CFD 
Revenue ton-miles mail #*CFD 
Available capacity payload 
Available ton-miles *CFD 
Available seats, total 
Available seats - first cabin 
Available seats - middle cabin 
Available seats - coach cabin 
Available seat-miles 
Revenue aircraft miles flown 
Revenue aircraft miles scheduled 
Interairport distance 
Revenue aircraft departures performed 
Revenue aircraft departures scheduled 
Revenue aircraft hours (airborne) 
Aircraft hours (ramp-to-ramp or block) 
Total aircraft hours (airborne) 
Aircraft service days-equipment 
Aircraft service days-routes 
Aircraft fuels issued (U.S. gallons) 
#(FD = Computed by DOT from detail Schedule T-100 and T-100(f) data. 
T-100 = Form 41 Schedule T-i00 
(f) = Form 41 Schedule T-100(f) 
1 = Form 41 Schedule T-1; 2 = Schedule T-2; 3 = Schedule T-3 
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(c) The reported data are as follows: 

(1) Reporting period date. The year 
and month or quarter to which the 
reported data are applicable. 

(2) Carrier, Carrier entity code. Each 
foreign air carriers shall report its 
carrier name, and each U.S. air carriers 
shall report its carrier entity code (a five 
digit code that identifies both the carrier 
and the entity reported) for its particular 
operations. 

Service class code. The service class 
code are prescribed in Sec. 19-4 of this 
part. In general, classes are one of two 
broad categories, either K (scheduled) or 
V (nonscheduled), where K=F+G for 
all carriers and V=L+N+P+R for U.S. 
air carriers and comprises H, J and Q for 
foreign air carriers. Certain foreign. air 
carriers operate a special type of service 
called “Nonscheduled cargo services” 
(not the nonscheduled/ charter services 
referred to generally in this Part). This 
specialized Nonscheduled cargo 
category is designated as service class 
code Q to distinguish it from foreign 
charter services. Refer to Sec. 19-4 for 
the definitions for service class codes Q, 
J, and H; and the F, G, L, N, P, and R 
codes listed above. 

(4) Record type code. This code 
indicates whether the data pertain to 
nonstop segment (record type S) or on- 
flight market (record type M). 

(5) Aircraft type code. This code 
represents the aircraft types, as 
prescribed in the Manual of ADP 
Instructions, Outputs, Codes and 
Related Material. 

(6) Origin, Destination airport code(s). 
These codes represent the commonly 
accepted industry designators in the 
Official Airline Guide. 

(7) 110 Revenue passengers enplaned. 
The total number of revenue passengers 
enplaned at the origin point of a flight 
stage, boarding the flight for the first 
time. Separate data shall be reported on 
the Form 41 Schedule T-100 by Group III 
U.S. air carriers in all entities for each of 
the following categories: 111 First cabin; 
112 Coach cabin; and 113 Middle 
(business) cabin, an intermediate cabin 
service or compartment between First 
cabin and Coach cabin. In all other 
instances, the single element (110 
Revenue passengers enplaned) is 
reported, which is designated in the T- 
100 reports as a single element (11X). 
This single element is also used to 
report nonscheduled passengers 
transported, distinguished by the service 
class code that is concurrently reported 
with the traffic data. 

(8) 130 Revenue passengers 
transported. The total number of 
revenue passengers on board over a 
flight stage, including those already on 
the aircraft from previous flight stages. 


Separate data shall be reported on the 
Form 41 Schedule T-100 by Group Ill 
U.S. air carriers in all entities for each of 
the following categories: 131 First cabin; 
132 Coach cabin; and 133 Middle 
(business) cabin, an intermediate cabin 
service (an aircraft compartment 
between First cabin and Coach). In all 
other instances, the single element (130 
Revenue passengers transported) is 
reported, which is designated in the T- 
100 reports as a single element (13X). 
This single element is also used to 
report nonscheduled passengers 
transported, distinguished by the service 
class code that is concurrently reported 
with the traffic data. 

(9) 140 Revenue passenger-mile. One 
revenue passenger transported one mile, 
computed by multiplying the revenue 
aircraft miles flown (410) on each flight 
stage by the number of passengers 
transported on that flight segment. 

(10) 210 Revenue cargo tons enplaned. 
The total number of cargo tons 
enplaned. Separate data shall be 
maintained for each of the following 
categories: 217 Freight and 219 mail. 

(11) 230 Revenue tons transported. 
The number of tons of revenue traffic 
transported. Separate data shall be 
maintained and reported for the 
following elements: 241 Passengers 
transported-total; 237 Freight; and 239 
Mail. Freight is revenue cargo other than 
passengers or mail that is transported 
pursuant to published tariffs. 

(12) 240 Revenue ton-mile. One ton of 
revenue traffic transported one mile. 
Ton-miles are computed by multiplying 
the Revenue aircraft miles flown (410) 
on each flight stage by the number of 
tons transported on that stage. 

(13) 241 Revenue ton-mile—passenger. 
One ton of revenue passenger weight 
(including baggage) transported one 
mile. A standard weight of 200 pounds 
per passenger, including baggage, is 
used for all operations and service 
classes. 

(14) 247 Revenue ton-mile—freight. 
One ton of revenue freight transported 
one mile. 

(15) 249 Revenue ton-mile—mail. One 
ton of revenue mail transported one 
mile. 

(16) 270 Available capacity payload. 
The available capacity in tons for U.S. 
air carriers and metric ton kilograms (at 
2.2046 pounds per kilogram) for foreign 
air carriers. This shall reflect the 
payload or total available capacity for 
passengers, mail and freight that is 
actually provided by the particular 
aircraft with which each flight stage in 
performed. 

(17) 280 Available ton-miles. The 
aircraft miles flown on each flight stage 
multiplied by the ton capacity 
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(expressed in tons derived from the 
detail T-100 data reported in pounds or 
kilograms) available for sale and use. 

(18) 310 Available seats. The number 
of seats available for potential 
passengers to purchase. This figure shall 
reflect the actual number of seats 
available for sale, excluding those 
blocked for safety or operational 
reasons, on the particular aircraft with 
which each flight stage is performed. For 
international entity reports, three 
separate data elements shall be reported 
by Group III U.S. air carriers for the 
available seats on the aircraft: 311 
Available seats-first cabin; 312 
Available seats-coach cabin; and 313 
Available seats-middle cabin, an 
intermediate service between first cabin 
and coach usually designated business 
class. In all other instances, carriers will 
use only one category: 310 Available 
seats. This single category is designated 
on the Schedule T-100 reports as 
Available seats (31X) and is also used 
for nonscheduled passengers, 
distinguished by the service class code 
that is concurrently reported with the 
traffic data. 

(19) 320 Available seat-miles. The 
aircraft miles flown on each flight stage 
multiplied by the seat capacity available 
for sale. 

(20) 410 Revenue aircraft miles flown. 
Revenue aircraft miles flown are 
computed in accordance with the airport 
pairs between which service is actually 
performed; miles are generated from the 
data for scheduled aircraft departures 
(Code 520) times the interairport 
distances (Code 501). 

(21) 430 Revenue aircraft miles 
scheduled. The number of revenue 
aircraft miles scheduled. All such data 
shall be maintained in conformity with 
the airport pairs between which service 
is scheduled, whether or not in 
accordance with actual performance. 

(22) 501 Interairport distance. The 
great circle distance, in offical statute 
miles as prescribed in 14 CFR Part 247, 
between airports served by each flight 
stage. Official interairport mileage may 
be obtained from the Department's 
Research and Special Programs 
Administration, Transportation Systems 
Center, Center for Transportation 
Information. 

(23) 510 Revenue aircraft departures 
performed. The number of revenue 
aircraft departures performed in revenue 
scheduled service and extra sections. 

(24) 520 Revenue aircraft departures 
scheduled. The number of revenue 
aircraft departures scheduled, whether 
or not actually performed. 

(25) 610 Revenue aircraft hours 
(airborne). The elapsed time, computed 
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from the moment the aircraft leaves the 
ground until it touches down at the next 
landing. 

(26) 630 Aircraft hours (ramp-to-ramp). 
The elapsed time, computed from the 
moment the aircraft first moves under 
its own power from the boarding ramp 
at one airport to the time it comes to rest 
at the next point of landing. This data 
element is also referred to as “block” 
and block-to-block aircraft hours. 

(27) 650 Total aircraft hours 
(airborne). The elapsed time, computed 
from the moment the aircraft leaves the 
ground until it touches down at the next 
landing. This includes flight training, 
testing, and ferry flights. 

(28) 810 Aircraft days assigned to 
service-carrier’s equipment. The number 
of days that aircraft owned or acquired 
through rental or lease (but not 
interchange) are in the possession of the 
reporting air carrier and are available 
for service on the reporting carrier's 
routes plus the number of days such 
aircraft are in service on routes of others 
under interchange agreements. Includes 
days in overhaul, or temporarily out of 
-service due to schedule cancellations. 
Excludes days that newly acquired 
aircraft are on hand, but not available 
for productive use, days rented or leased 
to others (for other than interchange) 
and days in possession but formally 


withdrawn from air transportation 
service. 

(29) 820 Aircraft days assigned to 
service-carrier’s routes. The same as 
“aircraft days assigned to service- 
carrier’s equipment,” but excluding the 
number of days that the reporting 
carrier’s owned or rented equipment are 
in the possession of others under 
interchange agreements and including 
the number of days aircraft of others are 
in the possession of the reporting air 
carrier under interchange agreements. 

(30) 921 Aircraft fuels issued (gallons). 
The amount of aircraft fuels issued, in 
U.S. gallons, during the reporting period 
for both revenue and nonrevenue flights. 


Sec. 19-6 Public disclosure of traffic and 
capacity data. 


Detail market and segment data in 
Schedule T-100 and T-100(f) reports 
submitted to the Department shall not 
be publicly available for a period of 3 
years, with respect to public access, 
although individual carrier summary 
data will be available, provided it does 
not disclose individual carrier market 
shares. The Department may release 
individual carrier market data before the 
end of the 3 years as follows: 

(a) To foreign governments as 
provided in reciprocal arrangements 
between the foreign country and U.S. 
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Government for exchange of market 
and/or segment data; 

(b) To parties to any proceeding 
before the Department as required by 
the Administrative Law Judge or other 
decision-maker of the Department. Any 
data to which access is granted 
pursuant to this section may be 
introduced into evidence, subject to the 
normal rules of admissibility of 
evidence. 

(c) To agencies and other components 
of the U.S. Government for their internal 
use only. 

(d) To such persons and in such 
circumstances as the Department 
determines to be in the public interest or 
consistent with its regulatory functions 
and responsibilities, upon a written 
statement of significant need by the 
requesting party. 

(e) The Department's determination 
will be made in writing, and a copy of 
this written determination will be made 
publicly available. 


Section 22—{Amended] 


6. Sec. 22—General Reporting 
Instructions would be amended by 
retitling and revising the List of 
Schedules in CAB Form 41 Report and 
the Due Dates of Schedules in CAB 
Form 41 Report in paragraph (a) to read: 

(a) eek t 
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Schedule 


Number 


A eeeeee 


B-1 eeee 


B-1.1 ee 


B-7 eoeee 


B-12 ... 


B-43 eee 


P-1.1.. 


P-1.2 ee 


P-ila). 


P-2 e@eee 


P-5.1.. 


P-5.2 .. 


P-6 eeee 


P-7 eeee 


P-10 eee 
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LIST OF SCHEDULES IN RSPA FORM 41 REPORT 
{See footnotes at end of table] 


Filing Applicability by 
Frequency Carrier Group 
II 
Certification 
Balance Sheet 


Balance Sheet 


Airframe and Aircraft Engine 
Acquisitions and Retirements 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Position 


Inventory of Airframes and 
Aircraft Engines 


Statement of Operations 

Statement of Operations 

Interim Operations Report 

Notes to RSPA Form 41 Report 

Aircraft Operating Expenses Q(1),SA(2) 
Aircraft Operating Expenses Q 


Operating Expenses by Objective Q 
Groupings 


Operating Expenses by Functional 
Groupings--Group III Air Carriers 


Employment Statistics by Labor 
Category 
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LIST OF SCHEDULES IN RSPA FORM 41 REPORT 
[See footnotes at end of table) 


Filing Applicability by 
Frequency Carrier Group 
II III 


P-12(a).| Fuel Consumption by Type of Service 
and Entity 


T-100...]|.U.S. Air Carrier 
Traffic and Capacity Data by 
Nonstop Segment and On-flight Market 


T-100(f)| Foreign Air Carrier (See 14 CFR 217) 
Traffic and Capacity Data by 
Nonstop Segment and On-flight Market 


U.S. Air Carrier 
Traffic and Capacity Summary by 
Service Class 


U.S. Air Carrier 
Traffic and Capacity by 
Aircraft Type 


U.S. Air Carrier 
Airport Activity Statistics 


Report of All-Cargo Operations 


Monthly, @ = Quarterly, SA = Semiannually, A = Annually, NA = Not 
Applicable, X = All Carriers. 

Applicable to Group I Air Carriere with annual operating revenues 

of $10 million or more. 

Applicable to Group I Air Carriere with annual operating revenues 
below $10 million. 

Applicable to Air Carriere conducting Section 418 all-cargo operations. 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Proposed Rules 


DUE DATES OF SCHEDULES IN RSPA FORM 41 REPORT 


1/ Due Dates Financial Data Traffic and Capacity Data 
on Schedule No. on Schedule No. 


January 20 
January 30 T-100, T-100(f), T-1, T-2, T-3 
2/February 10 


February 20 
March 1 T-100, T-100(f), T-1 
March 20 
March 30 B-43, P-1(a) T-100, T-100(f), T-1, T-8 
April 20 P-12(a) 
April 30 P-1(a) T-100, T-100(f£), T-1, T-2, T-3 
May 10 A, B-1, B-7, B-12, P-1.2 
P-2, P-S. 1, P-5. 2, P-6, P-7 
May 20 P-12(a) 
May 30 P-i(a) T-100, T-100(f£), T-1 
June 20 P-12(a) 
June 30 P-1(a) T-100, T-100(f),T-1 
July 20 
July 30 T-100, T-100(f£), T-1, T-2, T-3 
August 10 


August 20 
August 30 T-100, T-100(£), T-1 
September 20} P-12(a) 
September 30| P-1(a) T-100, T-100(f), T-1 
October 20 P-12(a) 
October 30 P-1(a) T-100, T-100(f£), T-1, T-2, T-3 
November 10 A, B-1, B-7, B-12, P-1.2 

P-2, P-S. 1, P-S. 2, P-6, P-7 
November 20 P-12(a) 
Noveraber 30 P-1(a) T-100, T-100(f£), T-1 
December 20 P-12(a) 
December 30 P-1(a) T-100, T-100(f£), T-1 


‘/ Due dates falling on a Saturday, Sunday or national holiday will become 
effective the first following work day. 


2/ Reporting due dates on Form 41 Schedules B and P are extended to March 
30 if preliminary echedules are filed at the Department by February 10. 
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Section 25—{Amended] 


7. Section 25 Traffic and Capacity 
Elements would be amended as follows: 

A. The General Instructions, 
Schedules T-1(a), T-1(b), T-1(c), T-2, 
T-3(a), T-3(b), and T-3(c) would be 
revised to read as follows: 

General instructions. (a) All 
prescribed reporting for traffic and 
capacity elements shall conform with 
the data compilation standards set forth 
in Sec. 19—Uniform Classification of 
Operating Statistics. 

(b) Schedules T-100, T-1, T-2 and T-3 
for U.S. air carriers shall be submitted in 
magnetic computer tape or floppy disc 
as provided in Sec. 19-1(c) of this part. 
In hardship cases, carriers may request 
a waiver, subject to approval by the 
Director, Office of Aviation Information 
Management, RSPA, from this provision 
in order to submit hardcopy reports. 
Such reports shall be in the form 
prescribed by the Department or in 
computer generated forms approved by 
the Director. 


Schedule T-100 U.S. Air Carrier Traffic 
and Capacity Data By Nonstop Segment 
and On-Flight Market 


(a) This schedule shall be filed 
monthly by all large certificated U.S. air 
carriers (as defined in Sec. 03 
“Glossary” of this part) except charter 
air carriers or all-cargo carriers with 
only domestic operations. Separate data 
shall be reported on Schedule T-100 for 
each operating entity (Latin America, 
Atlantic, Pacific, and Domestic) of the 
air carrier in the prescribed five digit 
entity code. Domestic scheduled 
passenger or passenger/cargo 
operations and all international 
operations of scheduled and 
nonscheduled passenger and cargo 
services shall be reported on Schedule 
T-100. 

(b) Guidelines for reporting the 
automated monthly Schedule T-100 are 
included in the manual “Instructions to 
U.S. Air Carriers for Reporting Traffic 
and Capacity Data on Form Schedules 
T-100, T-1, T-2 and T-3,” issued by the 
Department's Research and Special 
Programs Administration (RSPA), Office 
of Aviation Information Management. 
Copies of these instructions are 
provided to each U.S. air carrier 
submitting the traffic and capacity data. 
Copies are also available from the 
Office of Aviation Information 
Management, DAI-1, Reserach and 
Special Programs Administration, 
Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh Street SW., Washington, DC 
20590. 

(c) Reported data shall be compiled as 
aggregates of the basic data elements 


and service classes in Secs. 19-4 and 19- 
5 of this part. 


Schedule T-100(f) Foreign Air Carrier 
Traffic and Capacity Data By Nonstop 
Segment and On-Flight Market 


(a) This schedule shall be filed 
monthly by all foreign (non-U.S.) air 
carriers conducting operations to or 
from the United States with large 
aircraft. Reported traffic and capacity 
data shall include all services affecting 
the United States, as prescribed in Sec. 
19 and Sec. 25 of this part. 

(b) Guidelines for reporting the 
monthly Schedule T-100(f) are included 
in a manual entitled “Instructions to 
Foreign Air Carriers for Reporting 
Traffic and Capacity Data on Form 41 
Schedule T-100(f),” issued by Research 
and Special Programs Administration 
(RSPA), Office of Aviation Information 
Management. Copies of these 
instructions are provided to each foreign 
air carrier submitting the traffic and 
capacity data. Copies are also available 
from the Office of Aviation Information 
Management, DAI-1, Research and 
Special Programs Administration, 
Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh Street SW., Washington, DC 
20590. 

(c) The reported data shall be 
compiled as aggregates of the basic data 
elements and service classes prescribed 
in Secs. 19-4 and 19-5 of this part. 


Schedule T-1 U.S. Air Carrier Traffic 
and Capacity Summary by Service 
Class 


(a) This schedule shall be filed 
monthly by all large certificated U.S. air 
carriers conducting domestic charter, or 
domestic cargo operations, or military 
charters in each applicable entity. 
Traffic and capacity data are reported 
on this schedule for the following 
service classes. 

(1) G—Scheduled All-Cargo 

(2) L—Nonscheduled Civilian 
Passenger/Cargo 

(3) P—Nonscheduled Civilian Cargo 

(4) N—Nonscheduled Military 
Passenger/Cargo 

(5) R—Nonscheduled Military Cargo 

(b) Separate schedules shall be filed 
for each operating entity. 

(c) Detailed instructions for preparing 
Schedule T-1 are included in the manual 
“Instructions to U.S. Air Carriers for 
Reporting Traffic and Capacity Data on 
Form 41 Schedules T-100, T-1, T2 and 
T-3,” issued by the Research and 
Special Programs Administration 
(RSPA), Office of Aviation Information 
Management. Copies of these 
instructions are provided to each U.S. 
air carrier submitting the traffic and 
capacity data. Copies are also available 


from the Department's Office of 
Aviation Information Management, 
DAI-1, Research and Special Programs 
Administration, Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20590. 

(d) The reported data shall be 
compiled as aggregates of the basic data 
prescribed in Sec. 19, Uniform 
Classification of Operating Statistics. 

(e) The schedule shall include the 
following items: 


Schedule T-2 U.S. Air Carrier Traffic 
and Capacity Statistics By Aircraft 
Type 

(a) This schedule shall be filed 
quarterly by all large certificated U.S. 
air carriers. 

(b) Separate schedules shall be filed 
for each operating entity of the air 
carrier. 

(c) Detailed instructions for preparing 
Schedule T-2 are included in the manual 
“Instructions to U.S. Air Carriers for 
Reporting Traffic and Capacity Data on 
Form 41 Schedules T-100, T-1, T-2 and 
T-3,” issued by the Research and 
Special Programs Administration 
(RSPA), Office of Aviation Information 
Management. 

(d) The reported data shall be 
compiled as aggregates as of the data 
prescribed in Sec. 19, Uniform 
Classification of Operating Statistics. 

(e) This schedule shall include the 
following items: 
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Schedule T-3 U.S. Air Carrier Airport 
Activity Statistics 


(a) This supplemental schedule shall 
be filed quarterly by all large 
certificated air carriers (U.S. air carriers 
only) conducting domestic all-cargo 
operations, domestic civilian charter 
operations, and domestic or 
international military charters. For 
international military charters, report 
only the U.S. airport, and combine the 
reporting of all foreign airports on a 
single line, as Airport “ZXX.” 


(b) Separate schedules shall be filed 
for each air carrier entity. 

(c) In addition to the following general 
instructions, more detailed instructions 
for preparing Schedule T-3 are included 
in the manual “Instructions to U.S. Air 
Carriers for Reporting Traffic and 
Capacity Data on Form 41 Schedules T- 
100, T-1, T-2 and T-3,” issued by the 
Research and Special Programs 
Administration (RSPA), Office of 
Aviation Information Management. 

(d) The data shall be compiled as 
aggregates of the basic data prescribed 
in Sec. 19, Uniform Classification of 
Operating Statistics. 

(e) This schedule shall include the 
following items: 


B. Schedule T-7—Statistical Market 
Report would be removed. 


C. Schedule T-9—Nonstop Market 
Report would be removed. 


8. The Department's Form 41 Related 
Needs, and the Instruction to U.S. Air 
Carriers for Reporting Traffic and 
Capacity Data on Form 41 Schedules T- 
100, T-1, T-2, and T-3 as well as the 
Instructions to Foreign Air Carriers for 
Reporting Traffic and Capacity Data on 
Form 41 Schedule T-100(f), and the 
amended RSPA Form 41 Schedule P-1.2, 
are added as Appendices A, B, C and D 
to Sec. 25 Part 241 as set forth below. 
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SUMMARY OF FI 
OST Pro 

Schedules Description Frequency (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
T-1 fa) Traffic and Capacity Mo. x Sah ee ae. Se 
T-1(b) Traffic and Capacity Mo, X BOR HOR x 
T-1i(e) Traffic and Capacity Mo. x Re eR Xx 
T-2 T &C by Acft. Type Qtr. Be RM I vc Suey lay 
T-3{a) Airport Activity Scheduled O@tr. Soe Rew fk 
T-3(b) Airport Activity Scheduled Qtr. Xx X x Xx xX 
T-3{c) Airport Activity Nonsched. Qtr. X Xx x x x 
SSD & 1-9 Segment and Market Data Mo. X Bis ems, Ut ten! 
217 Intl. Charter Data Qtr. X ee 
Needs Domestic Data....seseee ccccccccvcccccccsscoccce X X eo 
Needs International data.....cces. ecccceccceccccsccceh - €2°3°>. 2° 
Needs Both Foreign and U.S. Air Carriers Data ....+0.% cee x 
Needs Only U.S. Air Carriers Data ...ccccccscsccecees Xx 
PROGRAM_ INDEX: 
(1) International Negotiations (12) Essential Air Service 
(2) Safety (13) Air Carrier Certification 
(3) International Routes (14) Safety Surveillance and Inspect 
(4) International Fares and Rates (15) Safety Analysis (Operational) 
(5) International/Alaska Mail Rates (16) Safety Forecasting/Regulatory A 
(6) Review of IATA Agreements {17) National Plan of Integrated Air 
(7) Foreign Air Carriers Applications (18) Systems Planning at Airports 
(8) Air Carrier Fitness (19) Airport Capacity Analysis 
(9) Acquisitions and Mergers (20) Airport Improvement 


(10) Airline Industry Status Evaluations (21) War Air Services 
(11) Employee Protection (22) International Civil Aviation Or 
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MARY OF FORM 41 RELATED NEEDS BY PROGRAM 


OST Programs FAA Programs 
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Xx x X x 

- 

ation 

and Inspection 

rational) 


egulatory Analysis 
egrated Airports Systems 
Airports 

lysis 


Aviation Organization (ICAO) 


Sts9z 


sajny pesodoig / Ze6T ‘st A[n{ ‘Aepseupayy / SEL “ON ‘ZS ‘OA / 19;8{8ey [e1epey 





irt 


bet te! ted 


T-100 DATA ELEMENTS NEEDED BY DOT/OST 











Intl. 
IDENTIFIER Intl. Irtl. Fares : 
Safety Negot. Routes & Rates | 
Carrier, Carrier entity code T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
Report date T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
i 
| SERVICE PATTERN INFORMATION 
{ Origin airport code TH100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) 
Destination airport code T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
| Service class code T-100/(f) T=100/(F) T-100/4f) T-100/4F) 
i 
| NONSTOP SEGMENT INFORMATION 
Aircraft type code Tr100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) 
Revenue aircraft departures performed (510) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) 
| Available capacity payload (270) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
| Available seats - first cabin (31) T-100 T-100 T-100 
Available seats - middle cabin (313) T-100 T-100 T-100 
| Available seats - coach/total (31x) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
| Revenue passengers transported - first cabin (131) 1-100 T-100 T-100 
Revenue passengers transported - middle cabin (133) 1-100 T-100 T-100 
| Revenue passengers transported - coach/total (13%) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
Revenue freight transported (237) T-100/(f) 9 T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
Revenue wail transported (239) T-100 T-100 T-100 
| Reverue aircraft departures scheduled (520) T-100 T-100 T-100 
{ Revenue aircraft hours - ramp-to-ramp (630) T4100 T-100 T-100 
| Revenue aircraft hours - airborne (610) T-100 T-100 7-100 
i ON-FLIGHT MARKET INFORMATION 
| 
| Revenue passengers enplaned - first cabin (111) T-100 T-100 T-100 
Revenue passengers enplaried - middle cabin (113) T-100 T-100 T-100 
Revenue passengers enplaned - coach/total (11X) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 1T-100/(f) 
Revenue freight enplaned (217) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 
Revenue mail enplaned (219) T-100 T-100 T-100 
LEGEND: 
T-100/(f) = Foreign and U.S. air carriers data needed. 
T-100 = Only U.S. air carriers data needed. 
x = In 13X and 11X, the X means 2 if coach and 0 if total. 
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Airline Aquis- 
Intl. IATA Foreign Air Industry Essent]. Alaska itions 
Fares Agree- Carrier Carrier Status Employee Air Mail and 

t Rates ments Appl. Fitness Eval. Protect. Service Rates Mergers 





T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/ (f) 
T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) 


T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 1-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) 
T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/(f) 
T-100/4F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) 1-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) 


{ 
| 
T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) 1-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) | 
T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) | 
T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) 1-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) 1 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 | 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 { 
T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/(F) | 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-10 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 | 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 | 
T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) | 
T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) 1-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (Ff) | 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 { 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 | 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 j 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 | 

| 

| 

| 


T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 
T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) 
T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/{F) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/ (f) 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 


22 
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T-100 DATA ELEMENTS NEEDED B' 





Air Safet} 

IDENTIFIER Carrier Surv). 

Certif.  & Insy 

Carrier, Carrier entity code T-100/(f) T-100 

- Report date T-100/{f) T-100, 
SERVICE PATTERN INFORMATION 

Origin airport code T-100, 

Destination airport code T-100, 

Service class code T-100, 
NONSTOP SEGMENT INFORMATION 

Aircraft type code T-100/(f) T-100, 

Rev. aircraft departures performed (510) T-100/(f) T-100, 

Available capacity payload (270) T-100/(f) T-100, 


Rev. passengers trans. first cabin (131) 1-100 T-100 
Rev. passengers trans. middle cabin (133) 1-100 T-100 
Rev. passengers trans. coach/total (13k)  T-100/(f) T-100 


Revenue freight transported (237) T-100/(f) T-100 
Revere mail transported (239) T-100 T-100 
Rev. aircraft departures scheduled (520) T-100 T-100 
Available seats first cabin (311) T-100 T-100 
Available seats middle cabin (313) T-100 T-100 
Available seats coach/total (31X) T-100/(f) T-100 
Aircraft hours - ramp-to-ramp (630) T-100 T-100 
Aircraft hours - airborne (610) T-100 T-100 


ON-FLIGHT MARKET INFORMATION 


a ES 
a 


Rev. passengers enp]. first cabin (111) T-100 T-100 
Rev. passengers enpl. middle cabin (113) 1-100 T-100 
Rev. passengers enpl. coach/total (11X) T-100/ (f) T-100 


Revenue freight enplaned (217) T-100/(f) T-100 
Revenue mail enplaned (219) T-100 T-100 
LEGEND: 


T-100/(f) = Foreign and U.S. air carriers data need 
T-100 = Only U.S. air carriers data needed. 
i x = In 13X and 11X, the X means 2 if coach 


a Reg a a eer 
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DED BY DOT/FAA 









Safety Natl/Plan Systems 
Safety Safety Forcast/ of Arpt. Planning Airport Develop. War Air 
er Surv]. Amalysis Regulat. Systems at Capacity Airport Environ. Services 


f. & Insp. Operet. Analysis ‘{NPIAS) Airports Analysis Improve. Noise (WASP) 











T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100/(f) T-100 
/4#) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 


T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 
T-100/(f). T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100 
T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 


! 
J(f) T-100/4F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100 T-100/(f) T-100 | 
J(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100/(f) T-100 
/() T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100/(f) T-100 
T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 

) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 
/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/4f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100/(f) T-100 
/4F) T-100/1F) T-100/4F) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100 T-100/(f) T-100 

) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 

) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 

) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 

) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 

(fF) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100 T-100/{f) T-100 | 
) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 j 
) T-100 T-400 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 


) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 
) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 
(fF) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100 
AF) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(f) T-100/(F) T-100/(F) T-100 
) T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100 T-100/(f) T-100 T-100 


5 data needed. 


weeded. o 
2 if coach and 0 if total. | 


T COPY AVAILABLE 
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Appendix B to Section 25 of Part 241 


1. Instructions to U.S. air carriers for 
reporting traffic and capacity data on Form 
41 Schedules T-100, T-1, T-2, and T-3. 


(a) General instructions: 

(1) Carriers required to file: All large U.S. 
air carriers that hold a 401 certificate and 
operate aircraft with a capacity of more than 
sixty (60) seats or greater than 18,000 lbs 
payload. Carriers who conduct all of their 
operations under 418 certificates do not file. 


(b) Schedules, frequency, and applicability: 


(1) Schedule T-100, Monthly: Reported by 
U.S. air carriers with 401 certificates. This 
report provides summarized flight stage data 
covering both passenger/cargo and all-cargo 
operations in scheduled and nonscheduled 
services for all international entities; for 
domestic entities it covers scheduled 
passenger/cargo operations only. The 
reporting applies as prescribed by 14 CFR 
part 241, Secs. 19, 22 and 25. Submission in 
ADP format is required. 

(2) Schedule T-1, Monthly: The purpose of 
Schedule T-1 is; (a), for domestic entities it is 
to collect summary statistics on domestic all- 
cargo operations and on both civilian and 
military charters, and (b), for international 
entities it collects summary information on 
military charter operations only. The data 
collected on this schedule are not included in 
the detail T-100 report. 

(3) Schedule T-2, Quarterly: The purpose 
of Schedule T-2 is to collect summary 
information for all reporting entities. It 
contains data elements for which there is no 
corresponding detail in T-100 reports. It is 
submitted for each operating entity. 

(4) Schedule T-3, Quarterly: The purpose 
of Schedule T-3 for the domestic entities is to 
collect summary statistics on all-cargo 
operations and on both civilian and military 
charters, and for international entities it 
collects summary information on military 
charter operations only. Further, only the U.S. 
airport is identified for international military 
charter operations, and airports outside the 
U.S. are summarized as a one-line total, 
coded “ZXX" in lieu of the airport code. The 
data collected on this schedule is not 
included in the detail T-100 report. 


(c) Format of reports: 


(1) Automatic Data Processing —_ 
magnetic tape. 


Refer to paragraph (f) below for 
instructions pertaining to mainframe and 
minicomputer reporting. 

(2) Microcomputer diskette. 

(i) Optional specification: It is anticipated 
that some air carriers will desire to utilize 
their personal computers (PC's), rather than 
mainframe or minicomputers to prepare these 
data submissions. Therefore we are including 
the following specifications for filing data on 
diskette media. 

(ii) Reporting Medium: The primary 
microcomputer medium acceptable at this 
time is IBM compatible floppy disk (diskette). 
Most of the commonly used personal 
computers are capable of creating data files 
on 5% inch minidisks also called diskettes, 
floppy disks, or flexible disks. The particular 
type of acceptable minidisk is double sided/ 


double density, soft sectored, with a capacity 
of approximately 360,000 data characters. It is 
anticipated that monthly reporting volumes 
for air carriers choosing this method will be 
within the capacity of a single minidisk; 
however, carriers may use as many diskettes 
as required to contain the file. Carriers 
having access to mainframe or 
minicomputers should, if possible, submit 
their files on % inch magnetic tape as 
prescribed in paragraph (f), however, files 
downloaded from these computers are 
acceptable when the volume does not exceed 
one diskette. If a carrier cannot comply with 
these specifications and wishes to submit 
diskettes in another format, they should 
inform us in writing of their proposed method 
of submission. Upon review, we may find it 
feasible to accept certain other media or 
formats. Refer to paragraph (k) for record 
layouts. 

(iii) Microcomputer file characteristics: 
The files will be created in ASCII delimited 
format, sometimes called Data Interchange 
Format (DIF). This form of recording data 
provides for variable length fields (data 
elements) which, in the case of alphabetic 
data, are enclosed by quotation marks (“) and 
separated by a comma (,) and numeric data 
elements that are recorded without editing 
symbols are also separated by a comma. The 
data is identified by its juxtaposition within a 
given record. Therefore it is critical that each 
record contain the exact number of data 
elements, all of which must be 
juxtapositionally correct. Personal computer 
software including most spreadsheets, data 
base management programs, and BASIC is 
capable of producing minidisk files in this 
format. Refer to page 8 paragraph (k) for the 
diskette record layouts. 

(d) Filing date for reports: 


PNOAPon~ 
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(1) The reports must be received at DOT no 
later than 30 days following the end of the 
period to which the data are applicable. Refer 
to Sec. 22 of 14 CFR Part 241 for exact date 
requirements. 

(e) Address for filing: Aviation Information 
Management, Room 8-33, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Transportation Systems 
Center, Kendall Square, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts 02142. 

(f) ADP format for magnetic tape: 

(1) Magnetic tape specifications: IBM 
compatible 9-track EBCDIC recording. 
Recording density of 6250 or 1600 bpi. 

(i) The order of recorded information. 


*Volume label 
*Header label 
*Data records 
*Trailer label 


(g) External tape label information: 


*Carrier name 

*Report date 

*File identification 

*Carrier address for return of tape reel. 


(h) Standards: 

(1) It is the policy of DOT to support the 
American National Standards Institute and 
the Federal Standards activity in all data 
processing and telecommunications matters. 
It is our intention that all specifications in 
this application are in compliance with 
standards promulgated by these 
organizations. 

(i) Volume, header, and trailer label 
formats: 

(1) Use standard IBM label formats. The 
file identifier field of the header labels should 
be “T-100.SYSTEM”. 

(j) Magnetic tape record layouts for T-100, 
T-1, T-2, and T-3. 

(1) Nonstop segment record layout: 


Record type code (S=nonstop segment). 
.| Carrier entity code. 
.| Report date (YYMM). 
.| Service class code (F, G, L, or P). 
Aircraft type code. 
Revenue aircraft departures performed (F, G, L, 
P510). 
Available capacity payload (in pounds) (F, G, L, 
P270). 
Available seats—first cabin (F311). 
Available seats—middie cabin (F313). 
Available seats—coach cabin/total (F312/F, 
L310). 
Passengers transported—first cabin (F131). 
Passengers transported—middie cabin (F133). 
Passengers transported—coach  cabin/total 
(F132/F, L130). 
Revenue freight transported (F, G, L, P (X237) 
(in pounds). 
..| Revenue mail transported (F, G, L, P239) (in 


pounds). 

Revenue aircraft departures scheduled (F, G, L, 
P520). 

Revenue aircraft hours, ramp-to-ramp (F, G, L, 
P630) (in minutes). 

Revenue aircraft hours, airborne (F, G, L, P610) 
(in minutes). 


*Cabin breakout applies to international scheduled services of Group Ill air carriers only. For all services of Group | and It 


carriers, and for nonscheduled and domestic services of Group Ill carriers, the 


cabin breakout is not required; 


instead, fields numbered 12 and 15 shall be used to report the total seats available and passengers enplaned respectively. 


(2) On-flight market record layout: 
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4F 1127 
Revenue freight enplaned (F, G, L, P217) {in 
Revenue mail enplaned (F, G, L. P219) gn 
pounds). 


. and for ) aod deus mane oe ne 
instead, fields No. Saal sense to sapere aaa eaie cab paneugem anginal 


(3) T-1, T-2, and T-3 Summary record layout: 


(4) T-1 data elements: 


1. Revenue passenger enplaned, L110, N110. 


2, Revenue passenger-miles (000), L140, 
N140. 

3. Revenue ton-miles total, G240, L240, 
P240, N240, R240. 


4. Revenue ton-miles passenger, L241, N241. 


5. Revenue ton-miles mail, G249, L249, 
P249. 

6. Revenue ton-miles freight, G247, L247, 
P247, N247, R247. 

7. Available ton-miles, G280, L280, P280, 
N280, R280. 

8. Available seat-miles, L320, N320. 

9. Revenue aircraft miles flown, G410, L410, 
P410, N410, R410. 

10. Revenue departures performed, G510, 
L510, P510, N510, R510. 

11. Revenue aircraft miles scheduled, G430. 

12. Revenue aircraft hours, airborne, G610, 
L610, P610, N610, R610. 

13. Revenue aircraft hours ramp-to-ramp, 
G630, L630, P630, N630, R630. 

14. Revenue aircraft miles scheduled, G430. 

15. Carrier code, 

16. Report date 

17. Operating entity 

18. Aircraft type ‘onde [adilitan (Military charters), 


(5) T-2 Data elements (by aircraft type): 

1. Revenue ton-miles, G240. 

2. Available ton-miles, G280. 

3. Revenue aircraft miles flown, G410. 

4. Revenue aircraft departures performed, 
G510. 

5. Revenue aircraft departures performed, 
V510. 

6. Revenue passenger-miles {000), Z140. 

7. Available seat-miles {000}, Z320. 

8. Revenue ton-miles total, Z240. 

9. Revenue ton-miles mail, Z249. 

10. Revenue ton-miles freight, Z247. 


Z820. 


11. Available ton-miles, Z280. 

12. Revenue aircraft miles flown, Z410. 

13. Revenue aircraft departures performed, 
Z510. 

14. Revenue aircraft hours airborne, Z610. 

15. Revenue aircraft hours ramp-to-ramp, 
Z630. 

16. Total aircraft hours {airborne}, Z650. 

17. Aircraft days assigned to service 
equipment, Z810. 

18. Aircraft days assigned to service routes, 


19. Aircraft fuels issued, Z921. 

20. Aircraft type code, 

21. Carrier code, 

22. Report date, 

23. Operating entity, 

(6) T-3 Data elements (by origin airport): 

1. Airport code, 

2. Revenue passengers enplaned, V110. 

3. Revenue tons enplaned mail, G219, V219. 

4. Revenue tons enplaned freight, G217, 
V217. 

5. Revenue aircraft departures performed, 
G510, V510. 

6. Revenue aircraft departures scheduled, 
G520. 

7. Aircraft type code, 

8. Carrier code, 

9. Report date, 

10. Operating entity, 

(k) Record layouts for microcomputer 
diskettes: The record layouts for diskette are 
generally identical to those shown for 
magnetic tape, with the exception that 
delimiters (quotation marks and commas) are 
used to separate fields. It is necessary that 
the order of fields be maintained in all 
records. 

(1) File characteristics: The files will be 
created in ASCTI delimited format, sometimes 


called Data Interchange Format {DIF). This 
form of recording data provides for variable 
length fields {data elements) which, in the 
case of alphabetic data, are enclosed by 
quotation marks (") and separated by a 
comma, (,) and numeric data elements that 
are recorded without editing symbols are also 
separated by a comma. The data is identified 
by its juxtaposition within a given record. 
Therefore it is critical that each record 
contain the exact number of data elements, 
all of which data must be juxtapositionally 
correct. PC software including most 
spreadsheets, data base management 
programs, and BASIC produce minidisks files 
in this format. 

(2) File naming conventions for diskettes: 

(i) For microcomputer reports, each record 
type should be contained in a separate DOS 
file on the same physical diskette. The 
following DOS naming conventions should be 
followed: 

Record type S = SEGMENT. DAT 
Record type M = MARKET. DAT 
Record type 1 = T-1. DAT 
Record type 2 = T-2. DAT 
Record type 3 = T-3. DAT 

(1) Discussion of reporting concept: 

(1) The detail T—-100 data shall be 
maintained in such a manner as to 
permit monthly summarization and 
organization into two basic groupings. 
Fist, the nonstop segment information 
which is to be summarized by 
equipment type, withn class of service, 
within pair-of-points, without regard to 
individual flight number. The second 
grouping requires that the enplanement/ 
deplanement information be broken out 
into separate units called on-flight 
market records, which shall be 
summarized by class of service, within 
pair-of-points, without regard for 
equipment type of flight number. 

(2) The Schedule T-1 and T-3 information 
is applicable only to operations that are not 
required in the detail T-100 report. The 
Department will derive other necessary 
summary data directly from the detail T-100. 
The T-1 data pertaining to domestic entities 
is for scheduled all-cargo service and all 
nonscheduled charter operations. The T—1 for 
international entitites contains data on 
military charter operations only. 

(3) The Schedule T-2 information is 
required from all carriers and for all reporting 
entities. It contains some data elements for 
which there is no corresponding detail in T- 
100. 

(4) A single tape file shall be submitted 
containing nonstop segment and on-flight 
market records for all applicable entities. The 
summary data pertaining to schedules T-1, 
T-2, and T-3 should be submitted on a 
second tape reel. Carriers reporting on 
diskette should create separate files for each 
record type, using DOS file naming 
conventions of identify them. 

(m) Glossary of data elements: Section 19- 
5 of this Part. 

BILLING CODE 4910-62-™ 
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(1) Form 41 Schedule T-100: 


A-1. Air Carrier: 


U.S. AIR CARRIER 
TRAFFIC AND CAPACITY DATA 
BY NONSTOP SEGMENT AND ON-FLIGHT MARKET A-2. Report Date: sag 


(Veer Month) 


SERVICE PATTERN INFORMATION: 
A-3. Origin airport code 
A-4. Destination airport code 


A-S. Service class code (F,6,L, or P) 


NONSTOP SEGMENT INFORMATION: 
(Totals by aircraft type within service class) 


B-1. Aircraft type code (Form 41 numeric) 
B-2. Revenue aircraft departures performed 
B-3. Available capacity - payload (pounds) 
# B-4. Available seats - first cabin 
# B-5. Available seats - middle cabin 
# B-6. Available seats - coach cabin/total 
# B-7. Revenue passengers transported - first cabin 
# B-8. Revenue passengers transported - middle cabin 
# B-9. Revenue passengers transported - coach cabin/total 
B-10. Revenue tons transported - freight (pounds) 
B-11. Revenue tons transported - mail (pounds) 
B-12. Revenue aircraft departures scheduled 
B-13. Revenue aircraft hours - ramp-to-ramp (minutes) 
B-14. Revenue aircraft hours - airborne (minutes) 


ON-FLIGHT MARKET INFORMATION: 
(Totals by service class) 


# C-1. Revenue passengers enplaned - first cabin 

# C-2. Revenue passengers enplaned - middle cabin 

# C-3. Revenue passengers enplaned - coach cabin/total 
C-4. Revenue tons enplaned - freight (pounds) 
C-5. Revenue tons enplaned - mail (pounds) 

# Breakout of passenger cabin required only for 
international scheduled services of Group III carriers. 
Otherwise, report only data elements 31X, 13X, and 11X. 


RSPA Form 41 Schedule T-100 
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(2) Form 41 Schedule T-1: 
Provides limited data to supplement detail T-100. 


Air Carrier: 
FORM 41 SCHEDULE T-1 


TRAFFIC AND CAPACITY SUMMARY Operating Entity: 
BY SERVICE CLASS 


Note: 

For reporting the domestic entity, provide Passenger/ 
data in columns 6 through R. For other Cargo 
entities, report only in columns N and R. 


(L) 


TRAFFIC ON REVENUE FLIGHTS 


Revenue passengers enplaned 
Revenue passenger-miles (000) 
Revenue ton-miles 

Passenger 

Mail 

Freight 

AIRCRAFT CAPACITY OPERATED 

Available ton-siles 
Available seat-miles 
Revenue aircraft-miles flown 
Revenue aircraft miles scheduled 
Revenue aircraft departures performed 
Revenue aircraft hours (airborne) 


Revenue aircraft hours (ramp-to-ramp) 


RSPA Fors 41 Schedule T-1 
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(3) Fors 41 Schedule T-2: 
Provides limited data to supplement detail T-i00. 


fir Carrier: 
QUARTERLY FORM 41 SCHEDULE T-2 Operating Entity: 
TRAFFIC AND CAPACITY BY AIRCRAFT TYPE Report date: 


SCHEDULED ALL-CARGO SERVICES 
Revenue ton-miles (6240) 


Available ton-wiles (6280) 
Revenue aircraft miles flown (6410) 
Aircraft departures perforwed (6510) 


NONSCHEDULED SERVICES 
Aircraft departures perforwed (V510) 


ALL SERVICES 
Revenue passenger-wiles (000) (2140) 


Available seat-miles (000) (7320) 
Revenue ton-miles (2240) 

Mail (2249) 

Freight (2247) 
Available ton-miles (2280) 
Revenue aircraft miles flown (7410) 
Aircraft departures performed (7510) 
Revenue aircraft hours (airborne) | (2610) 
Revenue aircraft hours (ramp) (2630) 
Total aircraft hours (airborne) (2650) 
Aircraft days - equipsent (7810) 
Aircraft days - routes (7820) 
Aircraft fuels issued (7921) 


RSPA Form 41 Schedule T-2 
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(4) Form 41 Schedule T-3: , 
Provides Timited data to supplement detail T-100. 


Dir: COUPiers ee 
QUARTERLY FORM 41 SCHEDULE T-3 Operating Entity: 
AIRPORT ACTIVITY STATISTICS Report Date: 


(year month) 


Mark Type of Service: CT Cl 
SCHEDULED ALL-CARGO NONSCHEDULED Aircraft Departures Performed 
(6) (V) By Equipment Type 


(6, V510) 
Revenue Mail Freight 


Passengers} Enplaned | Enplaned Aircraft Type Codes 
Enplaned (in tons) | (in tons) 


(Vi10) (6, V219) (6, V217) 


RSPA Form 41 Schedule T-3 
BILLING CODE 4910-62-C 
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Appendix C to Section 25 of Part 241 


1. Instructions to foreign air carriers for 
reporting traffic and capacity data on Form 
41 Schedule T-100(f). 

(a) General instruction: 

(1) Description: This report provides flight 
stage data covering both passenger/cargo 
and all cargo operations in scheduled and 
nonscheduled services. The reporting applies 
to all flights which serve points in the United 
States or its territories as prescribed by 14 
CFR Part 217. 

(2) Carriers required to file: All foreign air 
carriers holding 402 permits, or exemption 
authority, and operating aircraft with seating 
configuration of more than sixty seats and/or 
available capacity (payload) or more than 
18,000 pounds. 

(3) Address for filing reports: Aviation 
Information Management, Room 8-33, U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 
Transportation Systems Center, Kendall 
Square, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142 

(4) Filing period for reports: The reports 
must be received at DOT no later than 30 
days following the end of the period to which 
the data are applicable. 

(5) Number of copies of Schedule T-100{f) 
to be filed: A single set of Schedule T-100(f) 
reports or legible copies will be acceptable. 

(6) Foreign air carrier certification: Each 
foreign air carrier must submit a certification 
(see Appendix for an illustration of the 
Certification) along with each monthly 
- Schedule T-100(f) submission as prescribed 
by 14 CFR Part 217.5. 

(7) Alternative filing on Automatic Data 
Processing (ADP) media: Foreign air carriers 
are encouraged to use ADP equipment to 
reduce the burden of preparing Schedule T- 
100(f); those wishing to do so may utilize 
floppy disk medium which can be produced 
on a wide variety of microcomputers. Those 
interested in ADP submission should refer to 
paragraph (f) below. 

(8) Future updates and revisions to 
instructions: The Department will issue 
“Reporting Directives” to make necessary 
changes to the T-100(f) instructions. For 
instance, a project is underway that will 
result in the revision of several reporting 
code tables, including foreign air carrier 
codes and equipment type codes. 

(b) Preparation of form 41 Schedule T- 
100(f): 

(1) Who must file: Foreign air carriers 
authorized under 402 permits or exemption 
authority to operate flights with large aircraft 
to or from the United States, in either 
scheduled or nonscheduled service, shall 
provide to the Department on a monthly basis 
the requested Schedule T-100(f) information 
which pertains to nonstop segments and on- 
flight markets in which one or both points 
served are in the United States. 

(2) Explanation of nonstop segments and 
on-flight markets: There are two basic 
categories of data, one pertaining to nonstop 
segments and the other pertaining to on-flight 
markets. For example, the routing (A-B-C-D) 
consists of three nonstop segment records A- 
B, B-C, and C-D, and six on-flight market 
records A-B, A-C, A-D, B-C, B-D, and C-D. 

(3) Rule for determining applicability of a 
nonstop segment: To determine the 


applicability of a nonstop segment consider 
whether one or both points are in the U.S. If 
true, the specified data elements must be 
reported. The data shall be merged with all of 
the operations over the same segment and 
then summarized by aircraft type and class of 
service. 

(4) Rule for determining applicability of an 
on-flight market: The procedure to determine 
reportable on-flight markets is to consider 
whether one or both points are within the 
United States. With the following exceptions; 
(1), in flight itineraries which serve one or 
more third country points prior to a homeland 
point, in operations going to the U.S., and (2), 
those itineraries serving one or more third 
country points beyond the homeland in 
flights outbound from the U.S. In these cases, 
the data pertaining to the prior and beyond 
points are to be combined with the applicable 
homeland gateway point, just as though the 
traffic were actually enplaned or deplaned at 
that gateway without disclosure of the actual 
points served. See examples (7) and (8) under 
paragraph (c) below. 

(c) Examples of typical flights: The 
following examples of typical flight 
itineraries have been included to show the 
nonstop segment and on-flight market entries 
that would be reportable. The carrier's 
homeland is a key factor in the determination 
of which on-flight markets are reportable. 

(1) SQ flight #11 LAX-NRT-SIN: This is an 
example of a flight with an intermediate 
foreign country. It is not necessary to report 
anything on the NRT-SIN leg. 

SQ—Singapore Airlines 
LAX—Los Angeles, USA 


_ NRT—Tokyo-Narita, Japan 


SIN—Singapore, Singapore 


(2) SQ flight # 15 LAX-HNL-TPE-SIN: 
This is an example of two U.S. points, an 
intermediate third country, and a homeland 
point. Information is reportable on only the 
on-flight markets and nonstop segments that 
consist of one or both U.S points. 
SQ—Singapore Airlines 
LAX—Los Angeles, USA 
HNL—Honolulu, USA 
TPE—Taipei, Taiwan 
SIN—Singapore, Singapore 


On-flight markets 


LAX-HNL 
| LAX-TPE 
LAX-SIN 
HNL-TPE 
HNL-SIN 


(3) LB flight # 902 LPB-VVI-MAO-CCS- 
MIA: This flight serves two homeland points 
and two different foreign countries before 
terminating in the U.S. Nonstop segment 
information is required only for the two 
nonstop segments involving a U.S. points. 
On-flight market information is required in 
four of the ten markets LPB-MIA and VVI- 
MIA since these involve homeland and U.S. 
points, MAO-MIA is necessary to show 
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traffic carried into the U.S., and CCS-MIA for 
the same reason and also because in all cases 
where a nonstop segment entry is required a 
corresponding on-flight market entry must 
also be reported. 

LB—Lloyd Aero Boliviano 

LPB—La Paz, Bolivia 

VVi—Santa Cruz-Viru Viru, Bolivia 
MAO—Manaus, Brazil 

CCS—Caracas, Venezuela 

MIA—Miami, USA 


(4) LY flight # 005 TLV-AMS-ORD-LAX: 
This flight serves a single foreign 
intermediate point and two U.S. points after 
its homeland origination. The information on 
the TLV-AMS leg is not reportable. 

LY—E] Al Israel Airlines 

TLV—Tel Aviv, Israel 
AMS—AMSTERDAM, Netherlands 
ORD—Chicago, USA 

LAX—Los Angeles, USA 


(5) QF flight # 25 SYD-BNE-CNS-HNL- 
YVR: This flight serves three homeland 
points, a U.S. point, and a subsequent third 
country. Nonstop segment information is 
required on the respective legs into and out of 
the United States. All on-flight market entries 
involving the U.S. point HNL are also 
required. Data is not required on the 
homeland to homeland, or the homeland-third 
country markets. 

QF—Qantas Airways (Australia) 
SYD—Sydney, Australia 
BNE—Brisbane, Australia 
CNS—Cairns, Australia 
HNL—Honolulu, USA 
YVR—Vancover, Canada 


(6) JL flight # 002 HKG—NRT—SFO: This 
flight originates in a third country prior to the 
homeland. No data is required on the HKG- 
NRT leg; however, the HKG-SFO passengers 
and cargo shall be shown as enplanements in 
the NRT-SFO on-flight market entry. These 
volumes are included by definition in the 
passenger and cargo transported volumes of 
the NRT-SFO nonstop segment entry. 
JL—Japan Air Lines 
HKG—Hong Kong, Hong Kong 
NRT—Tokyo-Narita, Japan 
SFO—San Francisco, USA 
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On-flight markets 


(7) JL flight #001 SFO-NRT-HKG: This 
flight is the reverse sequence of flight #002 
above, it requires a nonstop segment entry 
covering SFO-NRT, and a single on-flight 
market entry also for SFO-NRT, in this case 
the on flight traffic enplaned at SFO and 
destined for HKG, a beyond homeland point, 
shall be included in the SFO-NRT entry, a 
separate SFO-HKG entry is not required. 
JL—Japan Air Lines 
SFO—San Francisco, USA 
NRT—Tokyo-Narita, Japan 
HKG—Hong Kong, Hong Kong 


(8) BA flight #5 LHR-ANC-NRT-OSA: This 
example contains a single homeland point 
and a single U.S. point followed by two third 
country points. It is necessary to report the 
nonstop segments into and out of the U.S. and 
all three of the onflight markets which have 
the U.S. point ANC as either an origin or 
destination. 

BA—British Airways 
LHR—London, England 
ANC—Anchorage, USA 
NRT—Tokyo-Narita, Japan 
OSA—Osaka, Japan 


On-flight markets 


LHR-ANC 
ANC-NRT 
ANC-OSA 


(d) Rules of summarization: 

(1) Summarization to reduce paperwork. (i) 
Nonstop Segment Entries: The flight stage 
data applicable to nonstop segment entries 
must be summarized to create totals by 
equipment type, within service class, within 
pair-or-points. 

(ii) On-flight Market Entries: The 
applicable on-flight market entries shall be 
summarized to create totals by service class 
within pair-of-points. 

(e) Preparation of hard copy Schedule T- 
100(f): 

(1) Section A-Indicative and flight pattern 
information. Section A defines the origin and 
destination points and the service class code 
to which the nonstop segment data in Section 
B and the on-flight market data in Section C 
are applicable. This information along with 
the carrier code and report data in the upper 
right must be included on each schedule. 

(2) Section B-Nonstop segment 
information. Section B of the schedule 
contains nonstop segment information by 
aircraft type. In order to reduce the number of 
schedules involved in the process, space for 
reporting up to three different aircraft types is 
provided; also, for the same reason the on- 
flight market section has been included here 
rather than on a separate schedule. 

(3) Section C—On-flight market 
information. Section C of the schedule is for 
reporting on-flight market data. There will 


always be at least one on-flight market that 
corresponds to each nonstop segment. 
However, the on-flight market data are 
reported at the service class level rather than 
by aircraft type, which accounts for the single 
set of entries in section C. When the need 
exists to enter data for more than three 
aircraft types in section B, carriers will use 
additional schedules; in such instances, 
section C data are provided only on the first 
schedule of the series. A specific service 
pattern may produce on-flight markets 
without corresponding nonstop segments, 
(see examples in paragraph (c) above), 
resulting in schedules with data reported in - 
sections A and C only. 

(f) Instructions for ADP reports: 

(1) ADP report format: It is anticipated that 
certain foreign air carriers will desire to 
utilize their personal computers (PC’s) and in 
some cases mainframe or minicomputers to 
reduce the burden of manually preparing 
these submissions. 

(i) Reporting medium: The only acceptable 
media for ADP data submission of T-100(f) 
information at this time is on IBM compatible 
floppy disk. Most of the commonly used ; 
personal computers are capable of creating 
data files on 5% inch minidisks also called 
diskettes, floppy disks, or flexible disks. The 
particular type of acceptable minidisk is 
double-sided/double density, soft sectored, 
with a capacity of approximately 360,000 
characters of data. It is anticipated that 
monthly reporting volumes for any foreign air 
carrier will be well below the capacity of a 
single minidisk. Carriers using mainframe or 
minicomputers should download the data to 
an acceptable floppy disk. If carriers wish to 
utilize a different procedure, they should 
inform us in writing of their proposed 
method. Upon review, we may find it feasibie 
to accept certain other media or formats. 

(ii) File characteristics: The files will be 
created in ASCII delimited format, sometimes 
called Data Interchange Format (DIF). This 
form of recording data provides for variable 
length fields (data elements) which, in the 


2 3 4 


case of alphabetic data, are enclosed by 
quotation marks (") and separated by a 
common (,); numeric data elements are 
recorded without editing symbols and 
separated by a comma. The data is identified 
by its juxtaposition within a given record. 
Therefore it is critical that each record 
contain the specified number of data 
elements all of which must be 
juxtapositionally correct. Personal computer 
software includes most spreadsheets, data 
base management programs and BASIC is 
capable of producing minidisk files in this 
format. 

(iii) Schedule T-100(f) record layout: Each 
minidisk record shall consist of data fields for 
recording a maximum of thirteen (13) 
elements. The order and description of the 
data fields are as follows: 

(1). Carrier code: Alphabetic. 

(2). Report date: Numeric. 

(3). Origin airport: Alphabetic. 

(4). Destination airport: Alphabetic. 

(5). Service class code: Alphabetic. 

(6). Aircraft type code: Numeric. 

(7). Aircraft departures performed (510): 
Numeric. 

(8). Available capacity—payload (270): 
Numeric. 

(9). Available seats total (310): Numeric. 

(10). Revenue passengers transported (130): 
Numeric. 

(11). Revenue freight transported (237): 
Numeric. 

(12). Revenue passengers enplaned (110): 
Numeric. 

(13). Revenue freight enplaned (217): 
Numeric. 

(A) Fields numbered 1 through 5 are 
always furnished; fields 6 through 13 must 
also be provided. Therefore, enter a zero or 
space when there is no reportable data for a 
given element. See paragraph (g)(1) through 
(g)(3) for a detailed definition of each data 
element. 

(B) The following are sample disk records: 


So 627 6 See 3h ae ta 


"CCC", 8701, *JFK*, *LHR", *F*, 8161, 29, 39, 49, 59, 69, 79, 89 


*CCC*, 8701, "JFK", *LHR", *F*, 6901, 299, 399, 499, 599, O, 0, O 


"CCC", 8701, "JFK", "LHR", "G", 7102, 299, 399, 0, 0, 599, 0, 799 


*CCC*, 8701, °JFK", °LHR®, °F*, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 699, 799 


Sample No. 1 represents a full record, 
utilizing the applicable fields for reporting 
both nonstop segment (6 through 11) and on- 
flight market information (12 and 13). The 
service class is “F” indicating scheduled 
passenger/cargo service; the aircraft type 
code is 8161; the 816 indicates a Boeing 747- 
100, and the 1 in the units position indicates 
the standard passengers/above and cargo/ 
below configuration. 


Sample No 2 contains nonstop segment 
information only. It is needed in this example 
to report the volumes transported on the 
same nonstop segment, but with a second 
aircraft type. 

Sample No. 3 contains nonstop segment 
and on-flight market information for the same 
points, but for another service class (code 
letter “G" indicates all-cargo service). Also, 
the units position of aircraft type is a 2, 





indicating a cargo cabin. Field numbers 10 
and 12 are for reporting passengers. In this 
case both contain a zero, indicating no 
passengers, while at the same time 
maintaining the required juxtaposition. 

Sample No. 4 is reporting only on-flight 
market information for a pair-of-points for 
which there is no corresponding nonstop 
segment information. 


(2) External labeling requirements: 


(i) Physical label: The following 
information should be clearly printed on a 
label affixed to the minidisk or its container. 

¢ Carrier Name (short). 

© Carrier code (see Appendix). 

¢ File identification = “T-100(F) DATA”. 

¢ Report date (year, month to which data 
applies). 

(3) Collating sequences, optional: If 
practical, the records should be sorted by 
origin and destination airport codes, service 
class, and aircraft type. However, the 
sequence is optional. Data may be submitted 
in any sequence including random. 

(4) Summarization: The summarization 
rules as specified in paragraph (d) above are 
also applicable to ADP submissions. 

(g) Data element definitions: 

(1) Service pattern information: (i) Line A- 
1. Carrir code: Use the conventional industry 
recognized code. Refer to paragraph (h) (2) 
for a reference list of foreign air carrier 
names and codes. 

(ii) Line A-2. Report date: This is the 
month to which the data are applicable. For 
example 8701 indicates January 1987. 

(iii) Line A-3. Origin airport code: Use the 
official three letter code from the City-Airport 
Codes section of the Official Airline Guide 
Worldwide Edition, published by Official 
Airline Guides, Inc., Oak Brook IL. 

(iv) Line A-4. Destination airport code: Use 
the official three letter code from the City/ 
Airport Codes section of the Official Airline 
Guide Worldwide Edition, published by 
Official Airline Guides, Inc., Oak Brook IL. 

(v) Line A-5. Service class code:. Select 
one of the following single letter codes which 
describes the type of service being reported 
on a given schedule. 


F = Scheduled Passenger/cargo Service 

G = Scheduled All-cargo Service 

H = Charter Passenger/cargo Service 

] = Charter All-cargo Service 

Q = Nonscheduled (other than charter) All- 
cargo Svc. 


(2) Nonestop segment information: 

(i) Line B-1. Aircraft type code: Use the 
four digit numeric code found in paragraph 
(h) (1) below. The high order three digits refer 
to the equipment type and the units position 
describes the cabin configuration, where a 
“1” indicates the normal passenger/cargo 
configuration with passengers on the main 
deck and cargo below, a “2” indicates all 
cargo configuration, and a “3” indicates a 
combination configuration where the main 
deck is used partly for passengers and partly 
for cargo. 

(ii) Line B-2. Aircraft departures performed 
(510): This is the total number of physical 
departures performed with a given aircraft 
type, within service class and pair-of-points. 

(iti) Line B-3. Available capacity payload: 
This the total available payload capacity for 


a given aircraft type operating in this market, 
multipled by the number of departures. All 
weights must be reported in kilograms (kilos). 

(iv) Line B-4. Available seats (310): The 
total number of seats on board the aircraft, 
multipled by the number of departures 
performed. 

(v) Line B-5. Revenue passengers 
transported (130): This is the total number of 
revenue passenges transported on a given 
nonstop segment. It represents the total 
number of revenue passengers on board over 
the segment without regard to their actual 
point of enplanement. 

(vi) Line B-6. Revenue freight transported 

237): The item is the total weight in 
kilograms (kilos) of the revenue freight 
transported on a given nonstop segment 
without regard to its actual point of 
enplanement. 

(3) On-flight market information: 

(i) The data items C-1 and C-2 are 
independent of the data in B-1 through B-6 
above, and could have been provided for on a 
separate schedule. However, the combination 
schedule reduces the amount of paper 
handling. 

(ii) Line C-1. Revenue passengers enplaned 
(110): This item represents the total number 
of revenue passengers, within service class, 
that were enplaned at the origin airport and 
deplaned at the destination airport. 

(iii) Line C-2. Revenue freight enplaned 
(217): This item represents the total weight in 
kilograms (kilos) of revenue freight enplaned 
at the origin and deplaned at the destination 
airport. 

(h} Appendix: 

(1) Aircraft type names and codes: The 
aircraft type code is made up of four 
positions, in the format “TTTC” where “TTT” 
indicates the aircraft type code as shown in 
the table below, and “C” indicates cabin 
configuration. Each code must include, in the 
fourth position, one of three possible cabin 
configuration indicators, as follows: Code 1 
indicates passenger; Code 2 indicates all- 
cargo (freighter) and Code 3 indicates a 
combination passenger/ freighter. For 
instance, the code “6501” indicates a DC9-50 
Passenger. configuration aircraft, and “6502” 
indicates a DC9-50 in a all-cargo (freighter) 
configuration, and “6503” indicates a DC9-50 
mixed passenger/ freighter. Code 3, mixed 
passenger/ freighter aircraft, is used only 
when the main deck of the aircraft is 
configured for combination service, with a 
separate compartment for passengers and for 
freight. 


Airbus Industrie A310-300..... 
Airbus Industrie A320-200 
Aviation Traders ATL-98 Carvair.. 
Boeing 707 (All Series) 

Boeing 720 (All Series) 


Boeing 727-100-OC. 
Boeing 727-200........ 
Boeing 737-100/200.... 


Boeing 737-200C. 


Boeing 747SP. 
Boeing 757 (All Series) 


British Aerospace (BAC) One-Eleven (All 
Series). 

British Aerospace (Hawker Siddeley) Trident 
(All Series). 

British Aerospace (Hawker Siddeley) Comet-4 
(All Series). 

British Aerospace 146 (All Series) 

Canadair CL-44 (All Series) 

Convair CV-440 through 640 Series... 


Dassault-Breguet Mercure 
Dassault-Breguet Mystere-Faicon ( esa 
Fokker-VFW F286 Fellowship (Ail Series)..... 


Lockheed L1011 (All Series except 
Lockheed L1011-500 
McDonnell Douglas DC4/C54.... 
McDonneli Douglas DC6 (All Series) .. 
McDonneli Douglas DC7 (All Series)... 
McDonnell Douglas DC10-10 thr 
Series. 
McDonnell Douglas DC8-10 through 50 Series... 
McDonnell Douglas DC8-10 through 50F 
Series. 
McDonnell Douglas DC8-60-70 Series 
McDonnell Douglas DC8-60F-70F Series........... 
McDonnell Douglas DC9 (All 10 & 20 Series) 


McDonnell Douglas DC9-15F 
(2) Foreign air carrier names and codes: 


Aer Turas Teoranta .. 
Aerlinte Eireann P.L.C.... 


Aero Trades (Western) Ltd..... 
Aero Uruguay, S. A.........-.0--0+« 
Aeroflot Soviet Airlines (GDIAS) 
Aerolineas Argentinas 
Aerolineas Dominicanas S. A 
Aerolineas El Salvador S.A... 
Aeromar C. Por A 


Aerotours Dominicanos, C. por A... 
Aerovias Nacionales de Colombia. S.A... 


Air New Zealand... 
Air Niugini. 
Air Pacific. 
Air Panama 


Alia: The Royal Jordanian Airline ... 
Alitalia-Linee Aree taliane....... 
All Nippon Airways Co., Ltd..... 
ALM Dutch Antillean Airlines... 


Belize Air International Ltd 
British Airtours Limited .. 


British Midland Airways Limited . 
British West indian Airways... 


Canadian Pacific Air Lines 
Cargolux Airlines international S. 
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Caribbean Air Cargo Company, Ltd.. 
Caribbean Airways 


Cathay Pacific Airways Ltd. 
Cayman Airways Limited. 


Liat (1974) Limited... 


Linea Aeropostal Venezolana (LAV), aR 


Lineas Aereas Del Caribe S. A. 
Lineas Aereas Paraguayas.... 
Lioyd Aereo Boliviana (LAB). 
Lufthansa German Airlines 
Luftransport-Unternehmen. 


Martinair Holland 


Merpati Nusantara Airlines 
Middle East Airlines S.A.L. 


Nigeria Airways Ltd 


Nippon Cargo Airlines Company, Ltd.. 


Nordair Limited... 
North Coast Air 


Pacific Western Airlines, Ltd.. 
Pakistan Int'l Airlines Corp... 


Saudi Arabian Airlines Corporation 
Scandinavian Airlines System... 
Seagreen Air Transport 





St. Lucia Airways Limited. 

Sterling Airways A/S 

Surinam Airways Limited.. 

Swissair Transport Co. Ltd .. 

TACA Int'l. Airlines. 

TAR Airlines 

Tarom Romanian Air Transport... 

Thai Airways int'l Limited 
Trans-Mediterranean Airways.. 
Transavia Holland, B. V.. 

Transbrasil S.A. Lineas Aere is 
Transporte Aereos Portugueses c AP)... 
Transportes Aereos Nacionales (TAN).. 
Transportes Aereos Bolivianos........... 
Union de Tansports Aeriens (UTA).... 


Venezuelan International Airways VIASA.. 
VASP Brazilian Airlines, S. A... 

Virgin Atlantic Airways Ltd 

Wardair Canada Inc.. 

Windward Islands.. 

Worldways Canada, 

Yugoslavia Airlines JAT.... 

Zas Airlines of Egypt (Zas) 


BILLING CODE 4910-62-M 
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(3) Form 41 Schedule T-100(f): 


FOREIGN AIR CARRIER A-1. Air Carrier: _ 
TRAFFIC AND CAPACITY DATA (Cade> 
BY NONSTOP SEGMENT AND ON-FLIGHT MARKET A-2. Report Date: ___ Pea en 


T-100(f) (Year Month) 


SERVICE PATTERN INFORMATION: 
A-3. Origin airport code: Full carrier name: 
A-4. Destination airport code: 


A-S. Service class code 
(Mark X in box indicate service class) Cc 
a H - Charter passenger/cargo 
F - Scheduled passenger/cargo 0 
J - Charter all-cargo 


CJ 6 - Scheduled all-cargo C Q - Nonscheduled all-cargo (other than charter) 


NONSTOP SEGMENT INFORMATION: 
(Totals by aircraft type 
within service class) 


B-1. Aircraft type code 

B-2. Revenue aircraft departures performed 
B-3. Available capacity payload (kilos) 
B-4, Available seats total 

B-5. Revenue passengers transported 

B-6. Revenue freight transported (kilos) 


ON-FLIGHT MARKET INFORMATION: 
(Totals by service class) 


C-1. Revenue passengers enplaned 
C-2. Revenue freight enplaned (kilos) 


RSPA Form 41 Schedule T-100(f) 
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(4) Foreign air carrier certification: 


FOREIGN AIR CARRIER TRAFFIC AND CAPACITY DATA 
BY NONSTOP SEGMENT AND ON-FLIGHT MARKET 
FORM 41 SCHEDULE T-100(f) 


FOREIGN AIR CARRIER CERTIFICATION 


Carrier name 


Addrese 


Carrier code 


Report date (Year/Month) 


I, the undersigned, 


Print or type name 


of the above named carrier am fully aware of the procedures in Title 18 
U.S.C. Section 1001, and I certify that thie report has been prepared 
under my direction in accordance with the regulatione in 14 CFR Part 217 
and 241. I affirm that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, this 

is a true, correct and complete report. 


RSPA Certification for T-100(f) 
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Appendix D to Section 25 of Part 241 


Air Carrier 


OPERATING REVENUES 
Passenger Se eeseseesesessesseeseseees 


I ik cad dasidictihicecescenbuiien 
Property-excess passenger baggage ... 


Charter-property Seeeceseereaveeseeeeer 
Reservation cancellation fees ....... 


Miscellaneous operating revenues .... 
Public service revenues (subsidy) ... 
Transport related revenues ......00++ 

Total operating revenues .....0.0.0 


OPERATING EXPENSES 
Flying operations ......cccexssessee0 
Maintenance ...2cccccccccccvceseveves 
Passenger Service ..ccsscessesseses O 
Aircraft and traffic servicing .... © 
Promotion and sales ...sscseceseees O 
General and administrative ........ 0 
+ 


Depreciation and amortization ..... 
Transport related expenses ... 
Total operating expenses ......000s 
Operating profit or loss ......000. 
NGNOPERATING INCOME AND EXPENSE 
Interest on long-term debt and 
Capital leases ....0.cccscevecerees 
Other interest expense .....0cc02:000 


Foreign exchange gains and losses ... 
Capital gains and losses ......00000» 


Other income and expenses-net ....... 
Nonoperating income and expense .... 
Income before income taxes .......+. 


INCOME TAXES FOR CURRENT PERIOD 

Income taxes before discontinued 
operations, extraordinary itews 
and accounting changes ......sessss 


DISCONTINUED GPERATIONS 
EXTRAORDINARY ITEMS 
Income taxes applicable to 


ACCOUNTING CHANGES 


# Denotes inverse amount; in accounts 8100, 9600, 9700, + Group I Air Carriers Only 
and 9800 denotes debit amount. o Group II and Group III Air Carriers Gnily 
RSPA Form 41 Schedule P-1.2 
BILLING CODE 4910-62-C 
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Issued in Washington, DC, on June 29, 1987. 
M. Cynthia Douglass, 
Administrator, Research and Special 
Programs Administration. 


[FR Doc. 87-15842 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-62-M 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


16 CFR Part 13 
[Docket D-8940] 


Control Data Corporation and 
Automation Institute of America, Inc. 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Notice of period for public 


comment on petition to reopen the 
proceeding and modify the order. 


summary: Control Data Corporation, a 


corporate respondent in the order in 
Docket No. D-8940, concerning a 
prohibition on misrepresenting the 
potential benefits of its vocational 
courses, filed a petition on June 19, 1987, 
requesting that the Commission reopen 
the proceeding and either set aside or 
modify the order. This document 
announces the public comment period 
on the petition. 

DATE: The deadline for filing comments 
in this matter is August 1, 1987. 
ADDRESS: Comments should be sent to 
the Office of the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, 6th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20580. 

Requests for copies of the petition 
should be sent to Public Reference 
Branch, Room 130. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Terrence J. Boyle, Enforcement Division, 
Bureau of Consumer Protection, Federal 
Trade Commission, Washington, DC 
20580, (202) 326-3016. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
order in Docket No. D-8940 was 
published at 46 FR 35 on February 23, 
1981. The petitioner, Control Data 
Corporation, is the only respondent 
remaining now under the order. 
Automation Institute of America, Inc., 
was dissolved in 1981. Petitioner is in 
the business of marketing entry-level 
vocational technical courses through its 
Control Data Institute in eleven states. 
Petitioner asks either that the order be 
set aside entirely or that Parts II and III 
be vacated and Parts I and IV be 
modified. Part I prohibits certain claims 
in recruiting students. Part II requires 
pro rata refunds to students who 
withdraw from courses prior to 
completion and prohibits express job or 
earnings claims unless respondent has 
certain forms of substantiation. Part III 


requires a dispute resolution program 
including arbitration for dissatisfied 
students and a system of recordkeeping. 
Part IV requires collection of signed 
statements from employees offering 
compliance, termination of any 
employee who fails to sign, and 
installation of a program of continuing 
surveillance. 

The petition was placed on the public 
record on June 19, 1987. 


List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 13 


Training courses, Computer 
programming, Trade practices. 
Emily H. Rock, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-15987 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 


ARCHITECTURAL AND 
TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS 
COMPLIANCE BOARD 


36 CFR Part 1150 


Practices and Procedures for 
Compliance Hearings 


AGENCY: Architectural and 
Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board. 


ACTION: Invitation for comments. 


SUMMARY: The Architectural and 
Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board (ATBCB) is presently reviewing 
and re-evaluating its “Practice and 
Procedures for Compliance Hearings” 
(36 CFR Part 1150). In an effort to gain 
the broadest foundation for decision- 
making, the ATBCB invites comments 
from all interested parties. In addition, 
anyone interested in this issue is invited 
to attend the next meeting of the 
Compliance and Enforcement 
Committee of the ATBCB, where this 
topic will be discussed. The meeting will 
be held from 8:30 AM to 10:30 AM on 
Monday, July 13, 1987, in Room 2230, 
Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh Street SW., Washington, DC. 


DATE: Written comments must be 
received by 5:00 PM, Friday, August 
14, 1987. 


ADDRESS: Written comments should be 
addressed to: Nicholas L. Chiarkas, 
General Counsel, ATBCB—C&E 
Comments, 330 C Street SW., Room 
1010, Washington, DC 20202-2101. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Arlene Battis, Compliance and 
Enforcement Committee Staff Liaison, 
Architectural and Transportation 
Barriers Compliance Board, 
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Washington, DC (202) 472-3237 (voice or 
TDD). 

Thomas E. Harvey, 

Chairperson. 

[FR Doc. 87-16063 Filed 7-10-87; 4:50 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6820-BP-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 52 
[A-10-FRL-3232-8] 


Approval and Promulgation of State 
implementation Plan; Oregon 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: With this Notice, EPA 
proposes to approve the Grants Pass, 
Oregon, carbon monoxide (CO) plan, 
which was submitted to EPA on 
November 24, 1986, by the Oregon 
Department of Environmental Quality 
(ODEQ) and supplemented on January 8, 
1987. On December 16, 1985, Grants Pass 
was designated a newly discovered - 
nonattainment area for CO (50 FR 
51251). State and local officials have 
determined that Grants Pass can meet 
the CO standard by December 1990 with 
the construction of a third bridge over 
the Rouge River. Upon final approval by 
EPA, the CO plan will become a 
federally enforceable part of the SIP as 
required by the Clean Air Act. 

DATE: Comments must be postmarked 

on or before August 14, 1987. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the materials 

submitted to EPA may be examined 

during normai business hours at: 

Air Programs Branch, (10A-87-1), 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle, 
Washington 98101 

Oregon Department of Environmental 
Quality, Executive Building, 811 SW., 
6th Avenue, Portland, OR 97204 
Comments should be addressed to: 

Laurie M. Kral, Air Programs Branch, 

AT-092, Environmental Protection 

Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle, 

Washington 98101. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Loren C. McPhillips, Air Programs 

Branch, AT-092, Environmental 

Protection Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, 

Seattle, Washington 98101, Telephone 

No. (206) 442-4233, FTS: 399-4233. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


In 1981, the Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality (ODFQ) began 
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operation of a new carbon monoxide 
(CO) monitor near 5th and “G” Streets. 
Monitoring data collected since then 
clearly shows that violations of the CO 
standards exist. Additional saturation 
monitoring has been conducted to 
determine the geographical extent of the 
CO nonattainment area. Based upon the 

"results of this study and new monitoring 
results, on December 16, 1985, EPA 
formally designated a small three block 
by eleven block area as nonattainment 
for CO (50 FR 51251). 

State and local officials then 
developed a CO attainment strategy and 
submitted the plan as an official SIP 
submittal on November 24, 1986, and 
supplemented it on January 8, 1987. The 
plan is comprehensive and 
demonstrates attainment by December 
1990. 


Il EPA Policy 


Since Grants Pass was designated as 
nonattainment after July 1, 1979, EPA's 
policy on newly discovered 
nonattainment areas would apply. This 
policy and guidance is contained in 
EPA's Policy Statement on post-1982 
attainment areas, November 2, 1983 (48 
FR 50686), and in the “Guidance 
Document for Correction of Part D SIP’s 
for Nonattainment Areas” published by 
EPA on January 27, 1984. In essence, 
newly designated nonattainment areas 
must meet requirements for 1979 SIP’s as 
described in the General Preamble for 
SIP Approval of Part D SIP’s {April 4, 
1979, 44 FR 2072, as amended). These 
areas must also demonstrate attainment 

if the standards within five years after 
the area is designated as nonattainment 
unless they can obtain an extension for 
attaining the ozone or carbon monoxide 
standard under section 172(a}(2). 


Ill Plan Review 


The Grants Pass SIP revision was 
reviewed in accordance with the policy 
and guidance referenced in Section I 
(EPA Policy). The following discussion 
will briefly describe the SIP in terms of 
its content. 


A. Technical Data and Modeling Results 


Numerous violations of the 8-hour CO 
standard of 9 parts per million (ppm) 
have been recorded in the Grants Pass 
nonattainment area. Based upon 
normalized monitoring data for the three 
year period 1983 through 1985, the CO 
design concentration was determined to 

-be 13.2 ppm. A rollback model was then 
used to determine that a 29 percent 
emission reduction in 1984 baseline 
emissions is needed in order to meet the 
9 ppm standard. 

The 1984 emissions inventory shows a 
total of 1,790 kilograms per maximum 


eight hours {kg/8-hr) being emitted in 
the nonattainment area. The identified 
emission inventory target for reaching 
attainment is 1,280 kg/8-hr. Based upon 
the implementation of the control 
strategy, emissions are expected to be 
reduced down to 920 kg/8-hr and the CO 
standard attained by December 1990. 


B. Control Strategy 


The emission inventory indicates that 
there are no major stationary CO 
sources in the Grants Pass 
nonattainment area greater than 1,000 
tons per year. In light of the dominant 
motor vehicle contribution to the CO 
nonattainment problem, the control 
strategy focuses on transportation 
measures. 

A combination of the Federal Motor 
Vehicle Emission Control Program 
(FMVECP) and the construction of the 
third bridge across the Rogue River will 
bring the area into attainment by the 
end of 1990. 

The commitment to these measures 
ensures that the requirements for basic 
transportation needs are statisfied and 
that improved mobility will be 
emphasized. 


C. Monitoring Reasonable Further 
Progress (RFP) 


A monitoring plan has been 
established to periodically assess the 
extent to which the transportation 
measures actually result in meeting the 
RFP requirement. Although emphasis 
will be placed on monitoring emission 
reductions each year, ambient air 
quality monitoring data will also be 
examined. To the extent possible, other 
reasonable indicators will also be used 
to monitor RFP such as monitoring 
vehicle miles traveled and vehicle 
speeds. 

ODEQ will submit an annual RFP 
report to EPA prior to September 30 of 
each year. Also, the City of Grants Pass 
will monitor the progress toward 
construction of the third bridge on a 
quarterly basis. 


D. Conformity of Federal Actions with 
the SIP 


Existing state rules already ensure 
that federal actions will be reviewed for 
conformity with the SIP in a manner 
consistent with the criteria contained in 
the April 1, 1980 Federal Register (45 FR 
21590). 

Specifically, new projects and 
developments must maintain or improve 
the environmental quality and comply 
with State and Federal CO standards. 


E. Planning Process and Public 
Participation 


The City of Grants Pass was 
designated the Jead agency by the 
Governor of Oregon to address the CO 
issue in the City. Grants Pass contracted 
with the Rogue Valley Council of 
Governments (RVCOG) in 1985 to 
conduct an investigation into the CO 
problem and possible solutions. 
Included in that study was a public 
information program which was 
designed to inform the citizens of Grants 
Pass and Josephine County of the nature 
and extent of the CO problem, inform 
the citizens of the CO study process, 
and to encourage the citizens to 
participate in the study by providing 
input to the process. 

The City of Grants Pass selected a 
Technical Advisory Committee and 
appointed a Policy Advisory Committee 
to facilitate review of the plan. 

The final plan was presented to and 
reviewed by the Grants Pass Technical 
Advisory Committee (5/2/86), and 
Grants Pass Policy Advisory Committee 
(5/5/86). on June 4, 1986 the Grants Pass 
City Council adopted the document. 


IV. Proposed Rulemaking Action 


EPA is proposing to approve the 
Grants Pass CO attainment plan and 
establish an attainment date of 
December 1990. This proposed approval 
is based on the November 24, 1986, SIP 
submittal as supplemented on January 8, 
1987. 

Interested parties are invited to 
comment on all aspects of this proposed 
approval of the Grants Pass CO SIP 
revision. Comments should be submitted 
in triplicate, to the address listed in the 
front of this Notice. Public comments 
postmarked by August 14, 1987, will be 
considered in any final action EPA takes 
on this proposal. 

Under 5 U.S.C. section 605{b), I certify 
that this SIP revision will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
(See 46 FR 8709.) 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 


Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401-7642. 
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 


Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur 
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 
relations, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 





26536 


Dated: March 20, 1987. 


Robie G. Russell, 
Regional Administrator. 


[FR Doc. 87-16004 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 180 
[PP 7E3474/P423; FRL-3233-3] 


Pesticide Tolerance for Iprodione 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This document proposes that 


a tolerance be established for the 
combined residues of the fungicide 
iprodione, its isomer, and its metabolite 
in or on the raw agricultural commodity 
carrots. The Interregional Research ~ 
Project No. 4 (IR-4) petitioned for this 
proposed tolerance. 

DATE: Comments, identified by the 
document control number [PP 7E3474/ 
P423], must be received on or before 
August 14, 1987. 


ADDRESS: By mail, submit written 
comments to: 


Information Services Section, Program 
Management and Support Division 
(TS-757C), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street SW.., 
Washington, DC 20460. 

In person, bring comments to: Room 236, 
CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, VA 22202. 


Information submitted as a comment 
concerning this notice may be claimed 
confidential by marking any part or all 
of that information as “Confidential 
Business Information” (CBI). 
Information so marked will not be 
disclosed except in accordance with 
procedures set forth in 40 CFR Part 2. A 
copy of the comment that does not 
contain CBI must be submitted for 
inclusion in the public record. 
Information not marked confidential 
may be disclosed publicly by EPA 
without prior notice. All written 
comments will be available for public 
inspection in Room 236 at the address 
given above, from 8 a.m. to 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, excluding 
_ holidays. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By 
mail: 

¢ Donald R. Stubbs, Emergency Response 
and Minor Use Section (TS-767C), 
Registration Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 


Office location and telephone number: 
Room 716B, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Arlington, VA 22202, 
(703) 557-1806. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 

4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment 

Station, P.O. Box 231, Rutgers 

University, New Brunswick, NJ 08903, 

has submitted pesticide petition 7E3474 

to EPA on behalf of Dr. Robert H. 

Kupelian, National Director, IR-4 

Project, and the Agricultural Experiment 

Station of Florida. 

This petition requested that the 
Administrator, pursuant to section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, propose the 
establishment of a tolerance for the 
combined residues of the fungicide 
iprodione [3-{3,5-dichlorophenyl)-N-(1- 
methyl-ethyl)-2,4-dioxo-1- 
imidazolidinecarboxamide], its isomer 
[3-(1-methyl-ethyl)-N-(3,5- 
dichloropheny])-2,4-dioxo-1- 
imidazolidinecarboxamide], and its 
metabolite 3-(3,5-dichloropheny])-2,4- 
dioxo-1-imidazolidinecarboxamide in or 
on the raw agricultural commodity 
carrots at 5 parts per million (ppm). 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The pesticide is considered 
useful for the purpose for which the 
tolerance is sought. The toxicological 
data considered in support of the 
proposed tolerance include: 

1. A three-generation rat reproduction 
study with a no-observed-effect level 
(NOEL) of 500 ppm (25 milligrams (mg)/ 
kilogram (kg) of body weight per day), a 
reproductive lowest-effect level (LEL) of 
2,000 ppm (100 mg/kg/day), and a 
systemic NOEL equal to or greater than 
2,000 ppm (100 mg/kg/day, highest dose 
tested). 

2. A rabbit teratology study in which 
doses administered by gavage at 0, 20, 
60 and 200 mg/kg/day indicate a 
maternal NOEL of 20 mg/kg/day and a 
NOEL for developmental toxicity at 60 
mg/kg/day. Developmental toxicity 
(skeletal variations) was demonstrated 
at 200 mg/kg/day. 

3. A 24-month rat feeding/ 
oncogenicity study using dosage levels 
of 125, 250, and 1,000 ppm (equivalent to 
6.25, 12.5, and 50 mg/kg body weight/ 
day), which showed no oncogenic 
effects under the conditions of the study 
and resulted in a systematic NOEL 
equal to or greater than 1,000 ppm. 

4. An 18-month oncogenicity study in 
mice using dosage levels of 200, 500 and 
1,250 ppm (equivalent to 28.6, 71.4, 178.6 
mg/kg body weight/day), which showed 
no oncogenic effects under the 
conditions of the study. 
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5. A 1-year dog feeding study with a 
NOEL of 4.2 mg/kg body weight/day 
(equivalent to 160 ppm). 


6. A 90-day dog feeding study using 
dosage levels of 800, 2,400 and 7,200 ppm 
(20, 60 and 180 mg/kg body weight/day) 
with a NOEL of 2,400 ppm and a LEL of 
7,200 ppm (liver hypertrophy). 


7. Amammalian cell forward mutation 
study, a Chinese hamster ovary (CHO) 
metaphase analysis study, a sister 
chromatid exchange study which were 
negative for mutagenic effects, and a 
DNA damage study which was positive. 


The acceptable daily intake (ADI), 
based on the 1-year dog feeding study 
with a NOEL of 4.2 mg/kg/day and 
using a 100-fold safety factor, is 
calculated to be 0.04 mg/kg of body 
weight/day. The maximum permitted 
intake (MPI) for a 60-kg human is 
calculated to be 2.4 mg/day. The 
theoretical maximum residue 
contribution (TMRC) from existing 
tolerances for a 1.5-kg daily diet of a 60- 
kg adult is calculated to be 1.95 mg/day; 
the current action is calculated to 
increase the TMRC by 0.036 mg/day (1.3 
percent). Published tolerances utilize 73 
percent of the ADI; the current action 
will utilize an additional 1.5 percent. 


The nature of the residues is 
adequateiy understood and an adequate 
analytical method, gas liquid 
chromatography using an electron 
capture detector, is available in FDA's 
Pesticide Analytical Manual (PAM), 
Volume II, for enforcement purposes. 
There are currently no actions pending 
against the continued registration of this 
chemical. 

Established tolerances for milk and 
meat, fat, and meat byproduct of 
livestock are adequate to cover 
secondary residues resulting from use of 
the treated commodity as an animal 
feed. Based on the above information 
considered by the Agency, the tolerance 
established by amending 40 CFR 180.399 
would protect the public health. 
Therefore, it is proposed that the 
tolerance be established as set forth 
below. 


Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) as amended, which 
contains any of the ingredients listed 
herein, may request within 30 days after 
publication of this document in the 
Federal Register that this rulemaking 
proposal be referred to an Advisory 
Committee in accordance with section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act. 
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Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on the 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number, [PP 7E3474/P423]. All 
written comments filed in response to 
this petition will be available in the 
Information Services Section, at the 
address given above from 8 a.m. to 4 
p-m., Monday through Friday, except 
legal holidays. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601 through 
612), the Administrator has determined 
that regulations establishing new 
tolerances or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Agricultural commodities, 
Pesticides and pests, Recording and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

Dated: July 2, 1987. 

Edwin F. Tinsworth, 


Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR 
Part 180 be amended as follows: 


PART 180—{AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Part 180 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a. 
2. Section 180.399(a) is amended by 
adding and alphabetically inserting the 


listing for the raw agricultural 
commodity carrots, to read as follows: 


§ 180.399 Iprodione; tolerances for 
residues. 


(a) * * 


[FR Doc. 87-16006 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


49 CFR Parts 260, 261, 264, 265, 266, 
270, and 271 


[FRL-3232-6] 


Burning of Hazardous Waste in Boilers 
and Industrial Furnaces 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of 
public comment period. 


SUMMARY: Except as noted below, EPA 
is extending the public comment period 
21 days for the proposed rule that would 
regulate the burning of hazardous waste 
in boilers and industrial furnaces. The 
proposed rule appeared in the Federal 
Register on May 6, 1987 (52 FR 16982). 
The one exception is that the public 
comment period will not be extended on 
the proposal regarding the scope of the 
spent pickle liquor listing in proposed 

§ 261.32 (52 FR 17033). 


DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted by July 27, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Comments on the proposed 
rule should be sent to RCRA Docket 
Section (WH-562), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20460 [Attn: Docket No. 
F-87-BBFP-FFFFF]. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dwight Hlustick, Waste Combustion 
Section, Office of Solid Waste, WH- 
565A, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washington, 
DC 20460; Telephone: (202) 382-7917. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
proposed regulations on May 6, 1987, for 
the burning of hazardous waste in 
boilers and industrial furnaces. See 52 
FR 16982. The public comment period for 
this rule was 60 days and was scheduled 
to close on July 6, 1987. However, EPA 
has received numerous requests to 
extend the comment period due to the 
complexity of the rule. 


Because EPA is in general agreement 
with the commenters, we are extending 
the public comment period until July 27, 
1987, for all parts of the proposed rule 
except that part concerning the scope of 
the spent pickle liquor listing for the iron 
and steel industry (52 FR 17033). We 
believe that this provides ample time for 
interested parties to submit comments 
on the proposed rule. 


Dated: July 8, 1987. 
Jack McGraw, 


Acting Administrator for Solid Waste and 
Emergency Response. 

[FR Doc. 87-16005 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
46 CFR Part 588 


[Docket No. 87-11] 


Actions to Adjust or Meet Conditions 
Unfavorable to Shipping in the United 
States/Colombia Trade 


AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commission. 


ACTION: Availability of finding of no 
significant impact. 


SUMMARY: The Commission has 
completed an environmental assessment 
of a proposed rule in Docket No. 87-11 
(52 FR 20119, May 29, 1987) and found 
that its resolution of this proceeding will 
not have a significant impact on the 
quality of the human environment. 


DATE: Petitions for review are due on or 
before July 27, 1987. 


ADDRESS: Petitions for review (Orginial 
and 15 copies) to: Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary Federal Maritime 
Commission, 110 L Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20573. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward R. Meyer, Office of Special 
Studies, 1100 L Street NW., Washington, 
DC 20573. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Upon 
completion of an environmental 
assessment, the Federal Maritime 
Commission's Office of Special Studies 
has determined that the Commission's 
proposed rule in Docket No. 87-11 will 
not constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq., and 
that preparation of an environmental 
impact statement is not required. 

In Docket No. 87-11 the Commission, 
in response to a petition alleging the 
existence of conditions unfavorable to 
shipping in the foreign oceanborne 
liquid bulk trade between the United 
States and Colombia, proposes rules 
which would suspend the tariffs of Flota 
Mercante Grancolombiana in the U.S./ 
Cclombia trade unless certification is 
received assuring that unfavorable 
conditions do not exist. The rule, if 
published as final, would adjust or meet 
apparent unfavorable conditions by 
imposing burdens on a Colombian 
carrier which approximate those placed 
on the Petitioner, O.N.E. Shipping, Ltd., a 
non-Colombian carrier, by Colombian 
laws and regulations. 

This Finding of No Significant Impact 
(“FONSI”) will become final within 10 
days of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register unless a petition for 
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review is filed pursuant to 46 CFR 
504.6(b). 

The FONSI and related environmental 
assessment are available for inspection 
on request from the Office of the 
Secretary, Room 11101, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, DC 
20573, telephone (202) 523-5725. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph C. Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 8716035 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


47 CFR Part 25 
[Gen. Docket No. 86-337; FCC 87-213] 


An Automatic Transmitter 
identification System for Radio 
Transmitting Equipment 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This action proposes that all 


broadband video satellite uplink 
transmissions, licensed under Part 25, be 
encoded with a signal to identify the 
station. The need for better radio 
spectrum management to control 
interference, allow flexibility to deal 
with new technology and standardize 
the proliferation number of pseudo- 
automatic identification systems now 
coming into use make this item 
necessary. The intended effect is 
reduced interference through radio 
spectrum management. 

DATES: Interested parties may file 
comments on or before August 28, 1987, 
reply comments on or before September 
14, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John R. Hudak, Chief, Signal Analysis 
Branch (202) 632-6977. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Adopted: June 10, 1987. 

Released: July 9, 1987. 

By the Commission. 

1. The full text of this Commission 
action is available for inspection and 
copying during normal business hours in 
the FCC Dockets Branch (Room 230), 
1919 M Street NW., Washington, DC. 
The complete text of this action may 
also be purchased from the 
Commission's copy contractor, 
International Transcription Service, 
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite 
140, Washington, DC 20037. 

2. In this Further Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking, we are considering 
establishing a means by which 


broadband video satellite emissions 
might be encoded with a distinct 
automatically transmitted identifier. In 
comments filed to our original Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking and Notice of 
Inquiry, adopted August 7, 1986, 
information was provided that reflected 
on what we believe to be a superior 
method of applying an automatic 
transmitter identification system (ATIS) 
to video satellite uplink transmissions. 
This proposed system utilizes the energy 
dispersal signal to broadcast ATIS 
information. Information in the 
comments was used as a guide from 
which we adopted these proposed rules 
for video satellite uplinks regulated 
under Part 25 as set forth under the 
Proposed Rule Amendments. 

3. The purpose of this Commission 
action is to develop and implement an 
effective method of identifying the 
transmission source of received radio 
signals and thereby minimize 
interference problems. 

4. The action taken by the Notice is 
authorized by sections 4 (i) and (j), 302, 
303, and 403 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

5. This Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
outlines a method of automatic 
transmitter identification for broadband 
satellite video uplinks. Every operator of 
a satellite video uplink would be 
required to purchase and operate a 
device to insert identification on all 
transmissions. Approximately 1,000 
stations would be involved at this time. 
We estimate that each encoder would 
cost approximately $2000 and we are 
requesting comments on pricing. 
Operating upkeep expenses should be 
minimal. 

6. Ex parte considerations. For 
purposes of this non-restricted notice 
and comment rulemaking procedure, 
members of the public are advised that 
ex parte contacts are permitted from the 
time the Commission adopts a Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking until the time a 
public notice is issued stating that a 
substantive disposition of the matter is 
to be considered at a forthcoming 
meeting. In general, an ex parte 
presentation is any written or oral 
communication (other than formal 
written comments/pleadings and formal 
oral arguments) between a person 
outside the Commission and a 
Commissioner or a member of the 
Commission's staff which addresses the 
merits of the proceeding. Any person 
who submits a written ex parte 
presentation must serve a copy of that 
presentation on the Commission's 
Secretary for inclusion in the public file. 
Any person who makes an oral ex parte 
presentation addressing matters not 
fully covered in any previously-filed 
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written comments for the proceeding 
must prepare a written summary of that 
presentation; on the day of oral 
presentation, that written summary must 
be served on the Commission's 
Secretary for inclusion in the public file, 
with a copy to the Commission officials 
receiving the oral presentation. Each ex 
parte presentation described above 
must state on its face that the Secretary 
has been served, and must also state by 
docket number the proceeding to which 
it relates. See generally, § 1.1231 of the 
Commission's Rule, 47.CFR 1.1231. 

7. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in §§ 1.415 and 1.419 of the 
Commission's Rules, interested parties 
may file comments on or before August 
28, 1987, and reply comments on or 
before September 14, 1987. All relevant 
and timely comments will be considered 
by the Commission before final action is 
taken in this proceeding. To file formally 
in this proceeding, participants must file 
an original and five copies of all 
comments, reply comments, and 
supporting comments. If participants 
want each Commissioner to receive a 
personal copy of their comments, an 
original plus nine copies must be filed. 
Comments and reply comments should 
be sent to Office of Secretary, Federal 
Communications Commission, 
Washington, DC 20554. Comments and 
reply comments will be available for 
public inspection during regular 
business hours in the Dockets Reference 
Room (Room 239) of the Federal 
Communications Commission, 1919 M 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20554. 

8. The proposed contained herein has 
been analyzed with respect to the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 and 
found to impose no new or modified 
form, information collection and/or 
record keeping, labeling, disclosure or 
record retention requirements; and will 
not increase or decrease burden hours 
imposed on the public. 

9. It is ordered, that a copy of this 
Notice shall be sent to the Chief Counsel 
for Advocacy of the Small Business 
Administration. 


List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 25 
Satellite radio communications. 
Proposed Rule Amendments 


47 CFR Part 25 is proposed for 
amendment as follows: 
PART 25—[AMENDED] 


Section 25.206 is revised to read as 
follows: 
§ 25.206 Station identification. 


The requirement for transmission of 
station identification is waived for all 
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radio stations licensed under this part 
with the exception of satellite uplinks 
carrying broadband video information 
which are addressed under § 25.308 of 
these Rules. 

Section 25.308 is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 25.308 Automatic Transmitter 
Identification System (ATIS). 

All satellite uplink transmissions 
carrying broadband video information 
shall incorporate an automatic 
transmitter identification system as 
specified below on all operations after 
June 30, 1988, 

(a) The ATIS generation equipment 
shall interface with the uplink 
transmitter in a method that cannot 
easily be defeated. 

(b) The ATIS signal shall 
automatically activate when 
transmissions first occur and 
continuously encode an energy dispersal 
signal which is added to the baseband 
signal. The combined signal shall then 
frequency modulate the uplink carriers. 

. (c) The ATIS signal shall consist of 
the following: 

(1) At 12-bit synchronizing signal 
consisting of a logical “zero” followed 
by nine logical “ones” followed by two 
logical “zeros”. 

(2) The station call sign represented 
by seven eight-bit bytes. Each byte shall 
represent a single seven-bit ASCII 
character with a “zero” most significant 
bit appended. It the call sign is less than 
seven bytes long, leading zeroes shall be 
appended to make the call sign field 56 
bits long. 

(3) A unique ten digit serial number 
like code selected by the manufacturer. 
The number shall be represented by five 
bytes each consisting of two 
hexidecimal digits in the packed mode. 
No method shall be available to the 
system operator to change this unique 
code. 

(4) A ten digit telephone number 
providing immediate access to the 
operator of the uplink in order to resolve 
ongoing interference or coordination 
problems. The number shall be 
represented by five bytes each 
consisting of two hexidecimal digits in 
the packed mode. 

(5) Each byte of the ATIS signal shall 
be transmitted in a synchronous 
manner, least significant bit first, most 
significant bit last, with no parity, start, 
or stop bits added. 

(d) The ATIS signal shall amplitude 
modulate a 30 Hz triangular wave 
dispersal signal in accordance with the 
following: 

(1) A logical “zero” shall cause no 


change to the amplitude of the dispersal 
signal which shall result in a minimum 
peak-to-peak deviation of 1.6 MHz. 

(2) A logical “one” shall cause the 
amplitude of the dispersal signal to 
increase by 25 percent over its nominal 
value. 

(3) The ATIS signal shall be 
transmitted at a rate of 30 bits per 
second. 

(4) The ATIS signal shall be 
synchronized to the dispersal signal 
such that all ATIS bits shall start and 
end midway in time between the time of 
minimum and the time of maximum 
value of the dispersal signal. A positive 
dispersal signal shall cause a linear 
increase in the transmitted frequency. 

* * * * * 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16019 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


47 CFR Part 73 
[MM Docket No. 87-230, RM-5707] 


Radio Broadcasting Services; 
Georgetown, DE 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This document requests 
comments on a proposal to substitute 
Channel 228B1 for Channel 228A at 
Georgetown, Delaware, and to modify 
the Class A license for Station 
WSEA(FM) accordingly, in response to a 
petition filed by the licensee, Pottstown 
Broadcasting Company. 

DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before August 24, 1987, and reply 
comments on or before September 8, 
1987. 

ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In 
addition to filing comments with the 
FCC, interested parties should serve the 
petitioner, or its counsel or consultant, 
as follows: Stanley S. Neustadt, Cohn 
and Marks, 1333 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Suite 600, Washington, DC 
20036, (Attorney for petitioner). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Montrose H. Tyree, Mass Media Bureau, 
(202) 634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a 
summary of the Commission's Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No. 
87-230, adopted June 11, 1987, and 
released July 2, 1987. The full text of this 
Commission decision is available for 
inspection and copying during normal 
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business hours in the FCC Dockets 
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC. The complete text of 
this decision may also be purchased 
from the Commission's copy contractors, 
International Transcription Service, 
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NM., Suite 
140, Washington, DC 20037. 

Provisions of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to 
this proceeding. 

Members of the public should note 
that from the time a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making is issued until the matter is 
no longer subject to Commission 
consideration or court review, all ex 
parte contacts are prohibited in 
Commission proceedings, such as this 
one, which involve channel allotments. 
See 47 CFR 1.1231 for rules governing 
permissible ex parte contact. 

For information regarding proper filing 
procedures for comments, See 47 CFR 
1.415 and 1.420. 


List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73 


Radio broadcasting. 


Federal Communications Commission. 
Mark N. Lipp, 

Chief, Allocation Branch, Policy and Rules 
Division, Mass Media Bureau. 

[FR Doc. 87-15920 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


47 CFR Part 73 
[MM Docket No. 87-235, RM-5734] 


Radio Broadcasting Services; 
Childress, TX 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This document requests 
comments on a petition by White 
Communications, licensee of Station 
KSRW(FM), Channel 240A, Childress, 
Texas, proposing the substitution of 
Channel 241C2 for 240A at Childress 
and modification of its license to specify 
the higher class frequency. The proposal 
could provide a first wide coverage area 
station at Childress. 


DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before August 24, 1987, and reply 
comments on or before September 8, 
1987. 


aAppnress: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In 
addition to filing comments with the 
FCC, interested parties should serve the 
petitioners, or their counsel or 
consultant, as follows: Stephen C. 
Simpson, Esquire, Southmayd, Powell & 





Taylor, 1764 Church Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20038. (Counsel to 
petitioner). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia Rawlings, (202) 634-6530. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a 
summary of the Commission's Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No. 
87-235, adopted June 11, 1987, and 
released July 2, 1987. The full text of this 
Commission decision is available for 
inspection and copying during normal 
business hours in the FCC Dockets 
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street NW., 
Washington, DC. The complete text of 
this decision may also be purchased 
from the Commission's copy contractors, 
International Transcription Service, 
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street NW., Suite 
140, Washington, DC 20037. 

Provisions of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to 
this proceeding. 

Members of the public should note 
that from the time a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making is issued until the matter is 
no Jonger subject to Commission 
consideration or court review, all ex 
parte contacts are prohibited in 
Commission proceeding, such as this 
one, which involve channel allotments. 
See 47 CFR 1.1231 for rules governing 
permissible ex parte contact. 

For information regarding proper filing 
procedures for comments, See 47 CFR 
1.415 and 1.420. 


List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73 
Radio broadcasting. 


Federal Communications Commission. 
Mark N. Lipp, 


Chief, Allocations Branch, Mass Media 
Bureau. 


[FR Doc. 87-15923 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 





47 CFR Part 73 


[MM Docket No. 87-3; FCC 87-220] 


Radio Broadcasting Services; 
Adjustment of Pre-Sunrise Operations 
by Daytime-only AM Radio Broadcast 
Stations 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The FCC proposes to adjust 
the requirements for pre-sunrise 
operations by daytime-only AM radio 
broadcast stations during the part of 
April, each year, that starts on the first 
Sunday of that month. In doing so, the 


Commission is acting on Congressional 
intent that the FCC offset the 
disadvantages caused by the recently 
enacted advance of the start of daylight 
saving time from the fourth Sunday in 
April, to the first Sunday in April. 
Adopting the proposed rule change 
permitting pre-sunrise operations during 
that period with a minimum power of 10 
watts would reduce the disadvantage to 
daytime-only stations and to the public 
they serve resulting from the earlier 
start of daylight saving time. 

DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before August 28, 1987, and Reply 
comments on or before September 14, 
1987. 

aAppress: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Louis C. Stephens, Policy and Rules 
Division, Mass Media Bureau (202) 254— 
3394. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a 
summary of the Commission's Further 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making in MM 
Docket No. 87-3, adopted June 19, 1987, 
and released July 9, 1987. The full text of 
this Commission action is available for 
inspection and copying during normal 
business hours in the FCC Dockets 
Branch (Room 230), 1919 M Street NW., 
Washington, DC. The complete text of 
this Further Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making may also be purchased from the 
Commission’s copy contractor, 
International Transcription Services, 
(202) 857-3800, 2100 M St., NW, Suite 
140, Washington, DC 20037. 


Summary of Further Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making 


1. When Congress, in Pub. L. 99-359, 
changed the annual start of daylight 
saving time from the last Sunday in 
April to the first Sunday in April, it 
provided that the FCC would adjust the 
permissible operations of daytime-only 
AM radio stations to offset the 
disadvantage to them and to their 
listeners resulting from the earlier start 
of daylight saving time, which has the 
effect of deferring, for an hour, the time 
when they may commence using their 
licensed daytime power. The FCC has 
invited comments on its proposal to 
adopt, for future years, the kind of relief 
it adopted, as an interim measure, for 
the month of April 1987. 

2. Under that proposal, daytime-only 
stations that can do so without violating 
international agreements for the 
protection of stations in other countries 
would be permitted, between the first 
Sunday and last day of April, each year, 
to start pre-sunrise operation with a 
minimum power of 10 watts, or such 
higher power, up 0.5 kW (or their 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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daytime power if it is lower) as they 
may use without interfering with other 
stations. The interference protection to 
be so accorded to domestic Class I clear 
channel stations during such pre-sunrise 
operations is to their 0.5 mV/m 
groundwave contours. The FCC 
proposed to adopt a conditional 
minimum power of 10 watts, instead of 
the 50-watt minimum proposed in the 
initial Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
adopted in this proceeding, because the 
higher minimum would cause 
substantial interference within the 
primary (groundwave) service areas of 
domestic Class I clear channel stations. 


Comments 


4. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in sections 1.415 and 1.419 of 
the Commission's Rules, 47 CFR 1.415 
and 1.419, interested parties may file 
comments on or before August 28, 1987, 
and reply comments on or before and 
reply comments on or before September 
14, 1987. All relevant and timely 
comments will be considered by the 
Commission before final action is taken 
in this proceeding. 


Nonrestricted Rule Making 


5. This is a non-restricted notice and 
comment rule making proceeding. See 
section 1.1231 of the Commission’s 
Rules, 47 CFR 1.1231, for rules governing 
permissible ex parte contacts. 


Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 


6. With reference to the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980, 5 U.S.C. 603, the 
proposed rule will, if promulgated, have 
a beneficial impact on numbers of small 
daytime-only AM stations that will be 
enabled, through more extended hours 
of operation, to provide enhanced 
services to the public, and thereby 
compete more effectively with existing 
unlimited-time AM and FM stations. 
Public comment is requested on the 
initial regulatory flexibility analysis set 
out in full in the Commission's complete 
Further Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making. 

7. The Secretary of the Commission is 
directed to send a copy of the Further 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making in this 
proceeding to the Chief Counsel for 
Advocacy of the Small Business 
Administration in accordance with 
section 603(a) of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354, 94 Stat. 
1164, U.S.C. 601 et seq. (1981) 


Paperwork Reduction Act Statement 


8. The proposed rule changes have 
been analyzed with respect to the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 and 
found to contain no new or modified 
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form, information, collection and/or 
record keeping, labeling, disclosure, or 
record retention requirements; and will 
not increase or decrease burden hours 
imposed on the public. 

9. Authority for the rule changes on 
which comments are invited is 
contained in §§ 4(i), 303, and 307 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, 47 U.S.C. 154(i), 303, and 307. 


List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73 
Radio broadcasting. 


Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16020 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


_ NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 


48 CFR Parts 1845 and 1852 


Changes to NASA FAR Supplement 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice invites written 
comments on a NASA proposal to 
amend the NASA Federal Acquisition 
Regulation Supplement, Ch. 18 of the 
Federal Acquisition Regulations System 
in Title 48 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. These changes consist of a 
number of miscellaneous revisions to 
NASA regulations regarding government 
property. 

DATE: Comments are due not later than 
August 14, 1987. 

ADDRESS: Requests for copies of the 
proposal and comments should be 
addressed to NASA Headquarters, 
Office Procurement, Procurement Policy 
Division (Code HP), Washington, DC 
20546. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
W.A. Greene, Procurement Policy 
Division (Code HP), Office of 
Procurement, NASA Headquarters, 
Washington, DC 20546, Telephone: 202- 
453-2119. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


The proposed rule makes a number of 
modifications in the NASA FAR 
Supplement regarding government 
property: An apparent conflict is 
removed by clarifying 1845.106 to 
eliminate the requirement for the clause 
at 1852.245-73 when the clause at 
1852.245-71 is used; section 1845.106 
also permits more frequent than annual 
government-property reporting for 
certain on-site contractors; reporting 
criteria for government property is 


simplified, including an increase from 
$50,000 to $75,000 in the threshold for 
reporting materials and space hardware 
(1845.505); the property classification 
account descriptions (1845.71) are 
revised for consistency with the FAR; 
the capitalization threshold for plant 
equipment is raised from $1,000 to $5,000 
(1845.71) and space hardware reports 
are now required only on certain 
contracts in excess of $500,000, vice 
$100,000 (1845.71). 


Impact 


The Director, Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB), by memorandum 
dated December 14, 1984, exempted 
certain agency procurement regulations 
from Executive Order 12291. The 
proposed regulations fall in this 
category. NASA certifies that these 
regulations will not have a significant 
economic effect on a substantial number 
of small entities under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
Information collection approval number 
2700-0017 has been assigned by OMB to 
the NASA property reporting system. 


List of Subjects in 48 CFR Parts 1845 and 
1852 


Government procurement. 
L.E. Hopkins, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator for 
Procurement. 
[FR Doc. 87-16068 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7510-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


50 CFR Part 226 
[Docket No. 70639-7139] 


Critical Habitat; Hawaiian Monk Seal 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 
action: Advance Notice of Proposed 
rulemaking. 


summany: NMFS is soliciting public 
comments on whether or not to extend 
critical habitat for Hawaiian monk seals 
beyond 10 fathoms in areas designated 
as critical on April 30, 1986. Specifically, 
comments are requested on whether the 
areas between 10 to 20 fathoms may 
require special management 
consideration or protection, and 
whether Maro Reef should be included 
within the critical habitat for the 
species. 

DATE: Comments should be received by 
August 14, 1987. 
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aporess: Dr. Nancy Foster, Director, 
Office of Protected Resources and 
Habitat Programs, NMFS, Washington, 
DC 20235. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James H. Lecky, Southwest Region, 
NMFS, 300 South Ferry Street, Terminal 
Island, CA 90731, 213-548-2518; or 
Margaret Lorenz, Protected Species 
Management Division, NMFS, 
Washington, DC 20235, 202-673-5349. 
Copies of the final environmental impact 
statement and the final regulations are 
also available from these offices. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On April 30, 1986, NMFS designated 
critical habitat for the Hawaiian monk 
seal (51 FR 16047). That designation 
included beach areas, lagoon 
waters, and ocean waters to a depth of 
10 fathoms surrounding the 
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands 
(NWHI). Greenpeace and the Sierra 
Club filed a lawsuit to compel NMFS to 
extend the area designated as critical 
habitat to a depth of 20 fathoms 
surrounding the NWHI and to include 
Maro Reef in the designation. In that 
case, Greenpeace v. Baldrige, No. 86- 
0129 (D. Hawaii 1987), NMFS noted that 
the definition of critical habitat 
contained in section 3(5) of the 
Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. 
1532(5), requires that designated areas 
be both “essential to the conservation of 
the species” and “may require special 
management considerations or 
protection” and argued that the 10 to 20 
fathom area did not require special 
management considerations or 
protection. In its order issued March 13, 
1987, the court ruled that both parts of 
the definition “must be met before an 
area can be properly designated as a 
critical habitat.” The court, however, 
was unwilling to grant summary 
judgement in favor of NMFS, ruling that 
“whether or not the 10 to 20 fathom area 
may require special management 
consideration or protection is a genuine 
and material issue of fact that precludes 
the granting of summary judgement in 
either party's favor.” 

Since the final rule designating critical 
habitat was issued, NMFS has continued 
to examine the basis for its decision. Of 
particular concern is the question of 
whether areas beyond 10 fathoms may 
be in need of special management 
considerations or protection either now 
or in the reasonably forseeable future as 
a result of conditions now or in the 
reasonably forseeable future, as a result 
of conditions which are reasonably 
likely to occur. To provide the agency 
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with all relevant information on this 
issue and to assist it in determining 
whether a reconsideration of the current 
designation is appropriate, NMFS is 
soliciting public comments on this 
matter. The reopening of the public 
review period on this issue is supported 
by the Marine Mammal Commission in a 
letter to NMFS dated September 26, 


Specifically, comments are invited on 
wether or not the areas between 10 to 20 
fathoms around the islands that are 
included in the current designation of 


critical habitat “may require special 
management considerations or 
protection.” The phrase “special 
management considerations or 
protection” has been defined by 
regulation at 50 CFR 424.02(j) as “any 
methods or procedures useful in 
protection physical and biological 
features of the environment for the 
conservation of listed species.” 
Comments addressing activities which 
may occur within the range of the 
Hawaiian monk seal which would 


require special management measures ~ 
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are also appropriate. Also, commenters 
may want to provide their views on 
whether Maro Reef should be included 
in any revision to the designation of 
critical habitat that may result from this 
reconsideration. 


Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Bill Powell, 
Executive Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 87-15991 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 





Notices 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Forms Under Review by Office of 
Management and Budget 


July 10, 1987. 


The Department of Agriculture has 
submitted to OMB for review the 
following proposals for the collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
chapter 35) since the last list was 
published. This list is grouped into new 
proposals, revisions, extensions, or 
reinstatements. Each entry contains the 
following information: 

(1) Agency proposing the information 
collection; (2) Title of the information 
collection; (3) Form number{s), if 
applicable; (4) How often the 
information is requested; (5) Who will 
be required or asked to report; (6) An 
estimate of the number of responses; (7) 
An estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to provide the information; (8) 
An indication of whether section 3504(h) 
of Pub. L. 96-511 applies; (9) Name and 
telephone number of the agency contact 
person. 

Questions about the items in the 
listing should be directed to the agency 
person named at the end of each entry. 
Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from: Department Clearance Officer, 
USDA, OIRM, Room 404—-W, Admin. 
Bldg., Washington, DC 20250, (202) 447- 
2118. 

Comments on any of the items listed 
should be submitted directly to: Office 
of Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget, 
Washington, DC 20503, Attn.: Desk 
Officer for USDA. 

If you anticipate commenting on a 
submission but find that preparation 
time will prevent you from doing so 
promptly, you should advise the OMB 
Desk Officer of your intent as early as 
possible. 


Extension 


¢ Cooperative State Research Service 
Financial Report—Morrill-Nelson funds 
for Food and Agricultural Higher 
Education—Annually. 

State or local governments; Non-profit 
institutions; 73 responses; 73 hours; not 
applicable under 3504{h), Dr. K. Jane 
Coulter (202) 447-7854. 

Jane A. Benoit, 

Departmental Clearance Officer. 

[FR Doc. 87-15993 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-01-M 


Soil Conservation Service 


Alder Brook Agricultural Land 
Drainage RC&D Measure, New York 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102 (2)(C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (40 
CFR Part 1500); and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
Part 650); the Soil Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement is not being prepared for the 
Alder Brook Agricultural Land Drainage 
RC&D Measure, Franklin County, New 
York. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paul A. Dodd, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, James M. 
Hanley Federal Building, 100 S. Clinton 
Street, Room 771, Syracuse, New York 
13260, telephone (315) 423-5521. 

Alder Brook Agricultural Land 
Drainage, RC&D Measure, New York, 
Notice of Finding of No Significant 
Impact. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Paul A. Dodd, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation of an environmental impact 
statement is not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan to 
provide for drainage of agricultural land 
in the Town of Burke which is impaired 
through lack of an adequate outlet. Lack 
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of proper drainage results in inefficient 
farm equipment operation, poor plant 
development, delays in planting and 
harvesting, and only permits the use of 
low protein forage species. Installation 
of project measures will allow increased 
returns on approximately 409 acres of 
cropland and hayland currently used for 
production. The planned works of 
improvement include the installation of 
both surface and subsurface drainage 
measures through the use of open 
ditches and tile. 

The Notice of Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency and to various 
Federal, State and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies of the FONSI are available to fill 
single copy requests at the above 
address. Basic data developed during 
the environmental assessment is on file 
and may be reviewed by contacting Paul 
A. Dodd. 

Alder Brook Agricultural Land 
Drainage, RC&D Measure, New York, 
Notice of Finding of No Significant 
Impact. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until 30 days after the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register. 
(This activity is listed in the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance under No. 
10.901—Resource Conservation and 
Development—and is subject to the provision 
of Executive Order 12372 which requires 
intergovernmental consultation with State 
and Local officials) 

Dated: July 7, 1987. 

Paul A. Dodd, 
State Conservationist. 
[FR Doc. 87-15974 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


AVIATION SAFETY COMMISSION 


Meeting 


AGENCY: Aviation Safety Commission. 
ACTION: Notification of first meeting. 


SUMMARY: This summary sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of a 
forthcoming meeting of the Aviation 
Safety Commission. This notice also 
describes the functions of the 
Commission. Notice of this meeting is 
required under Section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act. Only 
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elected members of Congress and other 
selected witnesses are invited to 
provide statements to the Commission 
at this initial meeting. Those interested 
in appearing before the Commission 
may schedule a time by contacting the 
Commission office on 634-4860. This 
document is intended to notify the 
general public of their opportunity to 
attend. 


DATES: July 23, 1987, 9:15 a.m. until close 
of business and July 24, 1987, 10:00 a.m. 
until close of business. 


appress: All meetings will be held in 
Room SD-534, Dirksen Senate Office 
Building, Washington, DC 20510-6075. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard K. Pemberton, Administrative 
Officer, Aviation Safety Commission, 
Premier Building, Room 1008, 1725 I 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20006, 
(202) 634-4677 or (202) 634-4860. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Aviation Safety Commission is 
established as an independent 
Presidential Commission by the 
Aviation Safety Commission Act of 
1986, Pub. L. 99-591 (Oct. 30, 1986). The 
Commission shall make a complete 
study of the organization and functions 
of the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) and the means by which the FAA 
may most efficiently and effectively 
perform the responsibilities assigned to 
it by law and increase aviation safety. 
In conducting such study, the 
Commission shall consider whether: 


—the dual responsibilities of the FAA of 
promoting commercial aviation and 
ensuring aviation safety are in 
conflict, and whether such conflict 
impedes the effective maintenance 
and enhancement of aviation safety; 

—the FAA should be reorganized as an 
independent Federal agency with 
the promotion, maintenance, and 
enhancement of aviation safety as 
the sole responsibility of such 
agency; 

—the promotion of commercial aviation 
should be assigned as a 
responsibility to another agency of 
the Federal Government; 

—airline deregulation has an adverse 
effect on the margin of aviation 
safety, including a review of 
whether the practice of airline self- 
compliance with respect to aviation 
maintenance standards is an 
outmoded approach to an 
environment designed to maximize 
cost-savings; 

—it is feasible to make mandatory 
certain or all of the safety 
recommendations issued by the 


National Transportation Safety 
Board; and 
—the FAA has adequately used its 
resources to ensure aviation safety. 
The study conducted under this 
subsection shall include findings and 
recommendations, including any 
recommendations for legislative and 
executive branch action, regarding: 
—the most appropriate and effective 
organizational approach to ensuring 
aviation safety; and 
—measures to improve the enforcement 
of Federal regulations relating to 
aviation safety. 
In conducting such study, the 
Commission shall consult with the 
National Transportation Safety Board 
and a broad spectrum of representatives 
of the aviation industry, including: 
—air traffic controllers; 
—representatives of commercial 
aviation industry; 

—representatives of airways facilities 
technicians; 

— independent experts on aviation 
safety; 

—former Administrators of the FAA; 
and 

—representatives of civil aviation. 


The Commission shall also make a 
complete investigation of management 
and employee relationships within the 
FAA particularly the air traffic control 
system, and recommend actions for 
improvements. 

Agenda: 

I. Welcoming Remarks 

II. Chairman's Report 

Ill. Adoption of Procedures and 

Organization. 
IV. Adoption of Authorities and 
Delegations. 

V. Selection and Approval of key staff 

personnel. 

VI. Opening Remarks 

VII. Testimony from Selected 

Witnesses. 

The Commission may meet in closed 
session to discuss personal matters 
related to staff. These discussions, if 
any, will touch upon matters that would 
disclose information of a personal 
nature where disclosure would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy if 
conducted in open session. Such matters 
are protected by exemptions (2) and (6) 
of Section 552b(c) of Title 5 U.S.C. of the 
Government in the Sunshine Act. The 
remaining sessions will be open to the 
public. Subject matter listed above, not 
disposed of at the scheduled meeting, 
may be carried over to the agenda of the 
next Commission meeting. 
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Records will be kept of the 
proceedings and will be available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Aviation Safety Commission, Premier 
Building, Room 1008, 1725 I Street, NW.. 
Washington, DC 20006. 

John M. Albertine, 

Chairman, Aviation Safety Commission. 
[FR Doc. 87-16150 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-AG-M 


COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 


Alabama Advisory Committee Meeting; 
Amendment 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights 
that a meeting of the Alabama Advisory 
Committee to the Commission originally 
scheduled for July 10, 1987, in 
Montgomery, Alabama, has a new date. 
The meeting will be held on September 
11, 1987. The address of the meeting and 
time remain the same as previously 
published at 52 FR 25287, July 6, 1987. 


Dated at Washington, DC, July 8, 1987. 
Susan J. Prado, 
Acting Staff Director. 
[FR Doc. 87-16011 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 


Briefing for Commissioners Regarding 
Acquired immune Deficiency 
Syndrome 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Commission’s 
authorizing statute, 42 U.S.C. 1975-1975f, 
that a briefing for Commissioners will 
be held from 1:30 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. on 
July 20, 1987, in Room 512, 1121 Vermont 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20425. 
The purpose of the briefing is to provide 
information to the Commissioners on the 
topic of Acquired Immune Deficiency 
Syndrome (AIDS). Among the 
participants will be Dr. C. Everett Koop, 
Surgeon General, U.S. Public Health 
Service and Assistant Secretary for 
Health Dr. Robert E. Windom. The 
public is invited to attend. For further 
information contact Commissioner 
Robert A. Destro at (202) 376-8796. 


Dated at Washington, DC, July 14, 1987. 
William H. Gillers, 
Solicitor. 
[FR Doc. 87-16244 Filed 7-14-87; 11:49 am] 
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
International Trade Administration 


Computer Peripherals Components 
and Related Test Equipment Technicai 
Advisory Committee 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 52 FR 23710 
June 24, 1987. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF THE MEETING: 9:30 a.m., July 14, 1987. 
CHANGES IN THE MEETING: Cancelled. 


Dated: July 10, 1987. 
Margaret A. Cornejo, 
Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of 
Technology & Policy Analysis. 
[FR Doc. 87-16047 Filed 7-13-87; 9:38 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M 


Fiber Optics Subcommittee 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee; Closed 
Meeting 


A meeting of the Fiber Optics 
Subcommittee of the 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee will be 
held August 11, 1987, 1:30 p.m., Herbert 
C. Hoover Building, Room 6802, 14th 
Street & Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Wash, DC. The Fiber Optics 
Subcommittee was formed to study fiber 
optic communications equipment with 
the goal of making recommendations to 
the Office of Technology & Policy 
Analysis relating to the appropriate 
parameters for controlling exports for 
reasons of national security. 

The Committee will meet only in 
Executive Session to discuss matters 
properly classified under Executive 
Order 12356, dealing with the U.S. and 
COCOM program and strategic criteria 
related thereto. 

The Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, with the concurrence of 
the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on January 10, 1986, 
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as amended 
by section 5(c) of the Government in the 
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that the 
matters to be discussed in the Executive 
Session should be exempt from the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act relating to open meetings 
and public participation therein, 
because the Executive Session will be 
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(1) and are properly classified 
under Executive Order 12356. 

A copy of the Notice of Determination 
to close meetings or portions thereof is 


available for public inspection and 
copying in the Central Reference and 
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6628, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Telephone: (202) 377-4217. For further 
information or copies of the minutes, 
call Betty Ferrel! at (202) 377-4959. 


Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Margaret A. Cornejo, 
Director, Technical Support Staff Office of 
Technology & Policy Analysis. 
[FR Doc. 87-16051 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M 


Radio Subcommittee; 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee; Ciosed 
Meeting 


A meeting of the Radio Subcommittee 
of the Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee will be 
held August 11, 1987, 1:30 p.m., Herbert 
C. Hoover Building, Room 6802, 14th 
Street & Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC. The Radio 
Subcommittee was fgrmed to study radio 
communication equipment with the goal 
of making recommendations to the 
Office of Technology & Policy Analysis 
relating to the appropriate parameters 
for controlling exports for reasons of 
national security. 

The Committee will meet only in 
Executive Session to discuss matters 
properly classified under Executive 
Order 12356, dealing with the U.S. and 
COCOM program and strategic criteria 
related thereto. 

The Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, with the concurrence of 
the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on January 10, 1986, 
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as amended 
by Section 5(c) of the Government in the 
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94—409, that the 
matters to be discussed in the Executive 
Session should be exempt from the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act relating to open meetings 
and public participation therein, 
because the Executive Session will be 
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(1) and are properly classified 
under Executive Order 12356. 

A copy of the Notice of Determination 
to close meetings or portions thereof is 
available for public inspection and 
copying in the Central Reference and 
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6628, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Telephone: (202) 377-4217. For further 
information or copies of the minutes, 
call Betty Ferrell at (202) 377-4959. 


Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Margaret A. Cornejo, 
Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of 
Technology & Policy Analysis. 
[FR Doc. 87~16050 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M 


Short-Supply Review on Certain 
Unfinished Tubular Products: Request 
for Comments 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration, 
Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of request for comments. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce hereby announces its review 
of a request for a short-supply 
determination under Article 8 of the 
U.S.-EC Pipe and Tube Arrangement, 
Article 8 of the U.S.-Mexico 
Arrangement Concerning Trade in 
Certain Steel Products, and Paragraph 8 
of the U.S.-Japan Arrangement 
Concerning Trade in Certain Steel 
Products, with respect to certain 
unfinished tubular products used to 
manufacture oil country tubular goods. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: Comments must be 
submitted no later than July 27, 1987. 


ADDRESS: Send all comments to 
Nicholas C. Tolerilco, Acting Director, 
Office of Agreements Compiiance, 
Import Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Room 3099, 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard O.Weible, Office of Agreements 
Compliance, Import Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room 3099, 
14th Street and Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington, DC 20230, (202) 377- 
0159. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Article 8 
of the U.S.-EC Pipe and Tube 
Arrangement, Article 8 of the U.S.- 
Mexico Arrangement Concerning Trade 
in Certain Steel Products and Paragraph 
8 of the U.S.-Japan Arrangement 
Concerning Trade in Certain Steel 
Products provides that if the United 
States determines that because of 
abnormal supply or demand factors, the 
U.S. steel industry will be unable to 
meet demand in the USA for a particular 
product (including substantial objective 
evidence such as allocation, extended 
delivery periods, or other relevant 
factors), an additional tonnage shall be 
allowed for such product or products. 


We have received a short-supply 
request for certain seamless unfinished 
tubular products, with heavy upsets, 
ranging from 4.50 to 10.75 inches in 
diameter, that will be used in the 





manufacture of certain oil country 
tubular goods. 

Any party interested in commenting 
on this request should send written 
comments as soon as possible, but no 
later than July 27, 1987. Comments 
should focus on the economic factors 
involved in granting or denying this 
request. 

Commerce will maintain this request 
and all comments in a public file. 
Anyone submitting business proprietary 
information should clearly identify the 
business proprietary portion of the 
submission and also provide a non- 
proprietary submission which can be 
placed in the public file. The public file 
will be maintained in the Central 
Records Unit, Import Administration, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Room B- 
099, at the above address. 

Gilbert 8. Kaplan, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

July 9, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16052 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-Ds-M 


Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee, 
Partially Closed Meeting 


A meeting of the Telecommunications 
Equipment Technical Advisory 
Committee will be held August 11, 1987, 
9:30 a.m. Herbert C. Hoover Building, 
Room 6802, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC. The 
Committee advises the Office of 
Technology and Policy Analysis with 
respect to technical questions that affect 
the level of export controls applicable to 
telecommunications and related 
equipment or technology. 


Agenda 


1. Introduction of attendees and 
opening remarks by the Chairman. 

2. Presentation of papers or comments 
by the public. 

3. Revisions to GLR: One-for-one 
replacement parts. 

4. Changes in PRC Greenline 
regulations. 

5. Discussion of phasing of technology 
transfer vis-a-vis commodity 
regulations. 

6. Consideration of embedded/ 
incorporated/associated computers in 
communication switches. 

7. Response to TETAC letter to 
Secretary of Commerce. 


Executive Session 

8. Discussion of matters properly 
classified under Executive Order 12356, 
dealing with the U.S. and COCOM 


control program and strategic criteria 
related thereto. 


The general session of the meeting 
will be open to the public and a limited 
number of seats will be available. To the 
extent time permits, members of the 
public may present oral statements to 
the Committee. Written statements may 
be submitted at any time before or after 
the meeting. The Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, with the concurrence of 
the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on January 10, 1986, 
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as amended 
by section 5(c) of the Government in the 
Sunshine Act. Pub. L. 94-409, that the 
matters to be discussed in the Executive 
Session should be exempt from the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act relating to open meetings 
and public participation therein, 
because the Executive Session will be 
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(1) and are properly classified 
under Executive Order 12356. A copy of 
the Notice of Determination to close 
meetings or portions thereof is available 
for public inspection and copying in the 
Central Reference and Records 
Inspection Facility, Room 6628, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Telephone: 
(202) 377-4217. For further information 
or copies of the minutes, call Betty 
Ferrell at (202) 377-4959. 


Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Margaret A. Cornejo, 
Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of 
Technology and Policy Analysis. 
[FR Doc. 87-16048 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] - 
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M 


Switching Subcommittee of the 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee; 
Partially Closed Meeting 


A meeting of the Switching 
Subcommittee of the 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee will be 
held August 12, 1987, at the Herbert C. 
Hoover Building, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
DC., in Room 3708 at 9:30 a.m. The 
Switching Subcommittee was formed to 
study computer controlled switching 
equipment with the goal of making 
recommendations to the Office of 
Technology & Policy Analysis relating to 
the appropriate parameters for 
controlling exports for reasons of 
national security. 


Agenda 


1. Opening remarks by the Chairman. 

2. Presentation of papers or comments 
by the public. 

3. Discussion of ICOTT proposal. 

4. Discussion of technology plateaus. 


Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


Executive Session 


5. Discussion of matters properly 
classified under Executive Order 12356, 
dealing with the U.S. and COCOM 
control program and strategic criteria 
related thereto. 

The general session of the meeting 
will be open to the public and a limited 
number of seats will be available. To the 
extent time permits, members of the 
public may present oral statements to 
the Committee. Written statements may 
be submitted at any time before or after 
the meeting. The Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, with the concurrence of 
the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on January 10, 1986, 
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as amended 
by section 5(c) of the Government in the 
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that the 
matters to be discussed in the Executive 
Session should be exempt from the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act relating to open meetings 
and public participation therein, 
because the Executive Session will be 
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(1) and are properly classified 
under Executive Order 12356. A copy of 
the Notice of Determination to close 
meetings or portions thereof is available 
for public inspection and copying in the 
Central Reference and Records 
Inspection Facility, Room 6628, 
Department of Commerce, Telephone: 
(202) 377-4217. For further information 
or copies of the minutes, call Betty 
Ferrell at (202) 377-4959. 


Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Margaret A. Cornejo, 
Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of 
Technology and Policy Analysis. 
[FR Doc. 87-16049 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DT- 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


North Pacific Fishery Management 
Council; Public Meeting 


AGENCY: National Marine fisheries 
Service, NOAA, Commerce. 

The North Pacific Fishery 
Management Council's Subcommittee of 
the Reporting Requirements Workgroup 
will convene a public meeting, July 14, 
1987, at 9 a.m., at the offices of the 
Alaska Factory Trawler Association, 
Suite 400, 4039 21st Avenue W., Seattle, 
Washington. 

For further information contract Terry 
Smith, North Pacific Fishery 
Management Council, P.O. Box 103136, 
Anchorage, AK 99510; telephone: (907) 
274-4563. 
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Dated: July 10, 1987. 
Henry R. Beasley, 
Director, Office of International Affairs, 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 87-15990 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Office of the Secretary 


Board of Visitors Meeting 


AGENCY: Defense Systems Management 
College, DOD. 


ACTION: Board of Visitors Meeting. 


SUMMARY: A meeting of the Defense 
Systems Management College (DSMC) 
Board of Visitors will be held in Building 
226, Fort Belvoir, Virginia, on Friday, 
July 17, 1987, from 0830 until 1530. The 
agenda will include a review of 
accomplishments related to the system 
acquisition education, system 
acquisition research, and information 
collection and dissemination missions. It 
will also include a review of the DSMC 
plans, resources and operations. The 
meeting is open to the public; however, 
because of limitations on the space 
available, allocation of seating will be 
made on a first-come, first-serve basis. 
Persons desiring to attend the meeting 
should call Mrs. Joyce Reniere on (703) 
664-6489. 

’ Patricia H. Means, 

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer, 
Department of Defense. 

July 10, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16033 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


Avaiiability of Defense 
Communications Agency Indexes 


AGENCY: Defense Communications 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of Availability of 
Defense Communications Agency 
Indexes. 


SUMMARY: This notice is to inform the 


public of the availability of DCA Notice 
. 210-0-1, DCA Circulars and Notices, 1 
July 1987, and DCA Notice 210-0-2, DCA 
Instructions, 1 April 1987. Requests for 
these documents should be made to 
Defense Communications Agency, Code 
H104, Washington, DC 20305-2000. A 
copy of each index shall be provided at 
a cost not to exceed the direct cost of 
duplication as set forth in Chapter IV, 
DOD 5400.7-R, DOD Freedom of 
Information Act Program, June 1987. It 
has been determined that it is 
impracticable to publish these notices 


on a quarterly basis because they do not 
substantially change on a quarterly 
basis. These notices are updated on a 
semiannual basis. DCAN 210-0-1 is 
updated in January and July; DCAN 210- 
0-2 is updated in April and October. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Major Ambrose R. Hock, Defense 
Communications Agency, Code H104, 
Washington, DC 20305-2000, telephone 
(202) 692.2006. 

Linda M. Lawson, 


Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 


July 10, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16031 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


Privacy Act of 1974; New Record 
Systems 


AGENCY: Inspector General, DoD. 


ACTION: Notice of two new systems of 
records for public comment. 


sumMARY: The Office of the Inspector 


General, Department of Defense is 
publishing for any public comment two 
new systems of records notices that are 
subject to the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 
U.S.C. 552a). 


DATE: This proposed action will be 
effective without further notice August 
14, 1987, unless comments are received 
which would result in a contrary 
determination. 


aAppress: Send any comments to Mr. J. 
Mauri Hamilton, Privacy Act Officer, 
Office of the Inspector General, PPRM 
(MPEA), Suite 1016, 400 Army Navy 
Drive, Arlington, VA 22202-2803. 
Telephone: 202-697-5479, Autovon: 227- 
5479. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Inspector General systems of records 
notices subject to the Privacy Act of 
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a) have been published 
in the Federal Register as follows: 


[FR Doc. 85-10237 (50 FR 22278) May 16, 1985 
(Compilation) 


The new record systems are identified 
as CIG-08, “Classified Information 
Nondisclosure Agreement (NdA)” and 
CIG-09, “Personnel Security Clearance/ 
Eligibility Data.” 

A new system report for each system, 
as required by 5 U.S.C. 552a(o) of the 
Privacy Act of 1974, was submitted on 
June 25, 1987, pursuant to paragraph 4b 
of Appendix I to OMB Circular No. A- 
130, “Federal Agency Responsibilities 
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for Maintaining Records About 
Individuals,” dated December 12, 1985. 
Patricia H. Means, 

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer, 
Department of Defense. 

July 10, 1987. 


CIG-08 


SYSTEM NAME: 


Classified Information Nondisclosure 
Agreement (NdA). 


SYSTEM LOCATION: 


Chief, Security Branch, Personnel and 
Security Division, Director for 
Administration, IG DoD, 400 Army Navy 
Drive, Arlington, VA 22202-2803. 


CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

All employees of the Office of the 
Inspector General, Department of 
Defense, assigned to sensitive positions 
and requiring access to classified 
information. 


CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

File contains originals of SF 189, 
Classified Information Nondisclosure 
Agreements, signed by DoD Inspector 
General employees. 


AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
SYSTEM: 

Title 18, U.S. Code, Sections 641, 793, 
794, 798 and 952; Title 50, U.S. Code, 
Section 783(b) and Intelligence Identities 
Protection Act of 1982; Executive Order 
12356 and Executive Order 9397; 32 CFR 
Part 2003. 


PURPOSE(S): 

To maintain a record of signed 
Standard Form 189 which are used as a 
condition precedent to authorizing 
individuals access to classified 
information. The use of the form will 
enhance the protection of national 
security information and/or will reduce 
the cost associated with its protection. 


ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 
The blanket routine uses set forth at 
the beginning of the DoD Inspector 
General listing of record system notices 
also apply to this system of records. 


POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING, 
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND 
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 
STORAGE: 

Paper records in file folders and 
computer files on floppy disks. 


RETRIEVABILITY: 


Alphabetically by surname of 
individual. 





26548 


Records are accessible only by 
authorized personnel who are properly 
cleared and trained and who require 
access in connection with their official 
duties. Records are stored in locked 
filing cabinet after normal business 
hours and the building is secured. The 
computer hardware, disks, and other 
materials are secured in a locked 
storage facility which houses the 
personal computer with limited access. 


RETENTION AND DISPOSAL: 


Records are retained for 50 years from 
date of signature and then destroyed. 


SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS: 

Chief, Security Branch, Personnel and 
Security Division, Director for 
Administration, IG DoD, 400 Army Navy 
Drive, Arlington, VA 22202-2803. 


NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 


Information may be requested and 
obtained from Personnel and Security 
Division, Director for Administration, 
Room 434, 400 Army Navy Drive, 
Arlington, VA 22202-2803. Telephone: 
(202) 697-5063. 


RECORDS ACCESS PROCEDURES: 


Requests from individuals should be 
addressed to the above System 
Manager. Written requests for 
information should contain full name of 
the individual, current address, 
telephone number, and if applicable, 
current business address and telephone 
number. For personal visits, the 
individual should be able to provide 
some acceptable identification, that is, 
driver's license or employing office 
identification card. 


CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES: 

The Agency's rules for contesting 
contents and appealing initial 
determinations by the individual 
concerned are contained in OSD 
Administrative Instruction No. 81 (32 
CFR Part 286{b)) and IG DoD Policies 
and Procedures Manual, Chapter 33. 


RECORDS SOURCE CATEGORIES: 


Data maintained in the system is 
obtained from Standard Form 189, 
Classified Information Nondisclosure 
Agreement, completed by the individual 
concerned. 


EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM: 
None. 


CiG-09 


SYSTEM NAME: 


Personnel Security Clearance/ 
Eligibility Data. 


SYSTEM LOCATION: 

Chief, Security Branch, Personnel and 
Security Division, Director for 
Administration, IG DoD, 400 Army Navy 
Drive, Arlington, VA 22202-2803. 


CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

All civilian and military personnel of 
the IG DoD who have been found 
eligible for employment/assignment in a 
sensitive position and/or granted a 
security clearance for access to 
information classified in the interests of 
national security. 


CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 


Computer record of each individual in 
the Personnel Security Clearance/ 
Eligibility Data system. Computer 
listings are generated from this system 
in the form of a Personnel Security 
Clearance/Eligibility listing. Printouts 
provide the respective senior official 
with complete personnel security data 
on their personnel who are assigned to 
sensitive positions. The printouts 
reflects names of each indiviudal 
authorized access, and their levels of 
access to classified information. 
Applications (DoDIG Form 20) for 
issuance of Inspector General 
identification card (DoDIG Form 17). 


AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
SYSTEM: 

Executive Order (E.O.) 10450, as 
amended, which was issued by virtue of 
the authority vested in the President by 
Section 7532 of Title 5, United States 
Code, and those statutes enumerated in 
E.O. 10450; Executive Order 9397; 
Department of Defense Regulation, DoD 
5200.2-R Personnel Security Program 
Regulation, that mandates the 
establishment of a single Central 
Adjudication Facility within each 
Agency to record those adjudications 
made to support the DoD Personnel 
Security Program; 32 CFR Part 159. 


PURPOSE(S): 

This record system is used by IG DoD 
Management officials to control the 
number of, and level of, sensitive 
positions; and to determine whether 
personel have been granted a clearance 
and the level of such clearance or 
access authorized. For the control and 
issuance of identity cards to assigned 
personnel. 


ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN — 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 
Information on the clearance/ 
eligibility status of individuals may be 
provided to the appropriate clearance 
access officials of other agencies when 
necessary in the course of official 
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business. Certifications of clearance are 
issued to officials of other agencies 
when necessary in the course to official 
business. 

The blanket routine uses set forth at 
the beginning of the DoD Inspector 
General listing of record system notices 
also apply to this system of records. 


POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING, 


RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND 
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 


STORAGE: 


Records maintained in folders; 
computer print-outs and automated data 
base files. 


RETRIEVABILITY: 


Records are contained in the data 
base and are retrievable by name, social 
security number (SSN), and various 
other keys. 


SAFEGUARDS: 


Records are maintained in areas that 
conform to applicable DoD security 
policies for safeguarding the record. 
Access to and retrival from 
computerized files is limited to 
authorized users and is password 
protected/restricted. 


RETENTION AND DISPOSAL: 


New Personnel Security Clearance/ 
Eligibility data listings are printed 
monthly; prior listings are destroyed 
within 90 days. Records are purged from 
active files 18 months after employee 
departs the Office of the Inspector 
General. 


SYSTEM MANAGER(S) ADDRESS: 


Chief, Security Branch, Personnel and 
Security Division, Director for - 
Administration, IG DoD, 400 Army Navy 
Drive, Arlington, VA 22202-2803. 


NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 


Written or personal requests for 
information may be directed to the 
system manager. 


RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURE: 


Written requests for access should 
contain the full name, SSN, current 
address and telephone numbers of the 
individual requestor. For personal visits, 
the individual should be able to provide 
some acceptable identification, that is, 
driver's license or employing office 
identification card. 


CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES: 


The Agency's rules access to records 
and for contesting contents and 
appealing initial determinations by the 
individual concerned are contained in 
OSD Administrative Instruction No. 81 
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(32 CFR Part 286b) and IG DoD Policies 
and Procedures Manual, Chapter 33. 


RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES: 

Certificates of clearances and/or 
record of personnel security 
investigations which are completed 
during a review of reports of 
investigation conducted by Department 
of Defense or other Federal investigative 
organizations. Also, personnel security 
files maintained on individuals and 
applications completed by the 
individual. 


EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM: 
None. 


[FR Doc. 87-16034 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


Department of the Army 


Public Information Collection 
Requirement Submitted to OBM for 
Review 


ACTION: Public Information Collection 
Requirement Submitted to OMB for 
Review. 


summary: The Department of Defense 


has submitted to OMB for review the 
following proposal for the collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35). Each entry contains the 
following information: (1) Type of 
submission; (2) Title of Information; 
Collection and Form Number if 
applicable; (3) Abstract statement of the 
need for and the uses to be made of the 
information collected; (4) Type of 
Respondent; (5) An estimate of the 
number of responses; (6) An estimate of 
the total number of hours needed to 
provide the information; (7) To whom 
comments regarding the information 
collection are to be forwarded; and (8) 
The point of contact for whom a copy of 
the information proposal may be 
obtained. 


New 
Walk-on Visitation Survey 


A survey of residents living adjacent 
to Corps of Engineers projects will be 
conducted to measure the amount and 
location of walk-on recreation use 
occurring on undeveloped Corps 
managed lands. The results of the 
survey will be used to manage this type 
of project visitation. 

Individuals or households. 

Responses: 1,200. 

Burden Hours: 300. 

ADDRESSES: Comments are to be 
forwarded to Mr. Edward Springer, 
Office of Management and Budget, Desk 


Officer, Room 3235, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 20503 
and Mr. Daniel J. Vitiello, DOD 
Clearance Officer, WHS/DIOR, 12125 
Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, 


- Arlington, Virginia 22202-4302, 


telephone number (202) 746-0933. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: A copy of 
the information collection proposal may 
be obtained from Ms. Angela R. 
Petrarca, SAIS-ADR, Room 1C638, The 
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20310-0107, 
telephone (202) 694-0754 

Patricia H. Means, 

OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer, 
Department of Defense. 

July 10, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16032 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


the Ambrosia Lake Uranium Mill 
Tailings Site, Ambrosia Lake, NM 


AGENCY: Department of Energy (DOE). 


ACTION: Notice of availability of 
environmental assessment (EA) and 


finding of no significant impact (FONSI). 


SUMMARY: The DOE has published an 
Environmental Assessment of Remedial 
Action at the Ambrosia Lake Uranium 
Mill Tailings Site, Ambrosia Lake, New 
Mexico (DOE-EA-0322), for the 
proposed remedial action on residual 
radioactive materials at the inactive 
United Nuclear uranium mill site near 
Ambrosia Lake, New Mexico. On the 
basis of the analyses in the EA, the DOE 
has determined that the proposed action 
does not constitute a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment within the 
meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) and has issued a FONSI 
which appears immediately following 
this notice. The EA is available for 
public review. 

Background: The uranium mill tailings 
were produced from processing uranium 
ore for sale to the Atomic Energy 
Commission, a predecessor of the DOE, 
by the Phillips Petroleum Company, 
which built and operated the mill from 
1957-1963. In 1963, the mill was sold to 
United Nuclear Corporation. United 
Nuclear ceased operations shortly 
thereafter. The tailings remaining from 
the operations now rest in a pile 
covering approximately 111 acres and 
averaging 17 feet in depth. 


In 1978, the U.S. Congress passed the 
Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control 
Act, Pub. L. 95-604. In this Act, the 
Congress found that uranium mill 
tailings may pose a potential radiation 
health hazard. It authorized the DOE to 
carry out remedial action at each site in 
cooperation with other Federal agencies 
and with the states or Indian tribes 
affected by the action. It gave to the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) 
responsibility for consulting with the 
DOE over a range of subjects concerning 
conduct of remedial action, for 
concurring with the selected remedial 
action and with any cooperative 
agreement with a state or Indian tribe, 
and for licensing the maintenance of 
each tailings disposal site after the 
remedial action is completed. In 
addition, the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) was given the 
responsibility to set standards to protect 
public health, safety, and the 
environment at the disposal sites. 

In accordance with Pub. L. 95-604, the 
DOE designated 24 sites for remedial 
action. One of these sites is the inactive 
United Nuclear processing site near 
Ambrosia Lake, New Mexico. The EPA 
issued standards (40 CFR Part 192) for 
remedial actions at inactive uranium 
processing sites on January 5, 1983 (48 
FR 590). 

Scope of the EA: The EA evaluates the 
no-action alternative and two 
alternatives for minimizing the potential 
public health hazards associated with 
the Ambrosia Lake site: (1) Stabilization 
of the contaminated material on the 
tailings site; and (2) decontamination of 
the tailings site and disposal of the 
material at a site located about one road 
mile north of the tailings site. The 
impacts of these three alternatives are 
assessed in terms of effects on radiation 
levels, health effects, air quality, soils 
and mineral resources, surface water 
and groundwater resources, ecosystems, 
land use, sound levels, historical and 
cultural resources, populations and 
employment, economic structures, and 
transportation networks. 

Availability of the EA and FONSI: 
Copies of the EA and FONSI have been 
distributed to Federal, State, and local 
agencies and to organizations and 
individuals known to be interested in 
the Ambrosia Lake remedial action 
project. Additional copies may be 
obtained from the Project Manager, 
Uranium Mill Tailings Remedial Action 
Project Office, U.S. Department of 
Energy, 5301 Central Avenue NE., Suite 
1720, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87108. 
Phone: (505) 844-3941. 
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Copies of the EA and FONSI are 
available for public inspection at the 
following locations: 


University of New Mexico/Gallup 
Library, 200 College Road, Gallup, NM 
87301 

Albuquerque Public Main Library, 501 
Copper NW., Albuquerque, NM 87102 

Albuquerque Public Library, Wyoming 
Regional Branch, 8250 Apache NE., 
Albuquerque, NM 87110 

Zimmerman Library, Government 
Publications Department, University 
of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 
87131 

Freedom of Information Reading Room, 
Room 1E-190, Forrestal Building, U.S. 
Department of Energy, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585 

Mothers Whiteside Memorial Library, 
525 West High Street, Grants, NM 
87020 

Gallup Public Library, 115 West Hill 
Avenue, Gallup, NM 87301 

New Mexico State University at Grants 
Library, 1550 Third Street, Grants, NM 
87020 

New Mexico Environmental 
Improvement Division Library, 1190 
St. Francis Drive, Santa Fe, NM 87509- 


0968 

Library, Oak Ridge Operations Office, 
Federal Building, Oak Ridge, TN 37830 

Albuquerque Operations Office, 
National Atomic Museum, Kirtland 
Air Force Base East, Albuquerque, 
NM 87115 

Energy Resource Center, 1333 
Broadway, Office, Oakland, CA 94612 

Regional Energy/Environmental Center, 
Denver Public Library, 1357 
Broadway, Denver, CO 80210 

Library, Chicago Operations Office, 9800 
South Cass Avenue, Argonne, IL 60639 

Library, Richland Operations Office 
Federal Building, Richland, WA 99352 

Library, Savannah River Operations, 
Savannah River Plant, Aiken, SC 
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Library, Nevada Operations Office, 2753 
South Highland Drive, Las Vegas, NV 
89114 

Library, Idaho Operations Office, 550 
Second Street, Idaho Falls, ID 83401 


Issued in Washington, DC, June 24, 1987. 
William R. Voigt, Jr., 
Director, Office of Remedial Action and 
Waste Technology, Office of Nuclear Energy. 
[FR Doc. 87-14898 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Publication of Finding of No 
Significant Impact, Remedial Action at 
the Ambrosia Lake Uranium Mill 
Tailings Site, Ambrosia Lake, NM 


AGENCY: Department of Energy. 


ACTION: Finding of no significant impact. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Energy 
(DOE) has prepared an environmental 
assessment (EA) (DOE/EA-0322) on the 
proposed remedial action at the inactive 
uranium milling site located in Ambrosia 
Lake, New Mexico. Based on the 
analyses in the EA, the DOE has 
determined that the proposed action 
does not constitute a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment within the 
meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.). Therefore, the preparation 
of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) is not required. 

Background: On November 8, 1978, the 
Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control 
Act (UMTRCA), Pub. L. 95-604, was 
enacted in order to address a 
Congressional finding that uranium mill 
tailings located at inactive processing 
sites may pose a potential health hazard 
to the public. On November 8, 1979, DOE 
designated 24 inactive processing sites 
for remedial action under Title I of the 
UMTRCA including the inactive mill 
tailings site at Ambrosia Lake, New 
Mexico (44 FR 74892). 

The UMTRCA charges the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
with the responsibility for promulgating 
remedial action standards for inactive 
mill sites. The purpose of these 
standards is to protect the public health 
and safety and the environment from 
radiological and nonradiological 
hazards associated with residual 
radioactive materials at the sites. The 
final standards (40 CFR Part 192) were 
published on January 5, 1983, and 
became effective on March 7, 1983. On 
September 3, 1985, the United States 
Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals set aside 
the EPA water protection standards, 40 
CFR Part 192.20(a)(2)-(3), and remanded 
them to EPA. EPA has not yet issued 
modifed standards. 

Under the UMTRCA, all remedial 
actions must be selected and performed 
with the concurrence of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC). The 
DOE has proposed to continue to apply 
the EPA water protection standards, and 
NRC has concurred in this plan noting 
that its concurrence is conditioned on 
further review against EPA's revised 
groundwater protection standards. DOE 
has characterized conditions at the 
Ambrosia Lake site and does not 
anticipate that any changes to the 
remedial action will be required. 
However, after the EPA issues the 
modified water protection standards, 
the DOE, in concert with the NRC, will 
determine the need for institutional 
controls, aquifer restoration, or other 
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controls with regard to existing 
contamination and will take appropriate 
action to comply with the standards. 

Also, under the UMTRCA, the DOE 
and the State of New Mexico entered 
into a cooperative agreement, effective 
September 27, 1985, for remedial action 
at the Ambrosia Lake site. Under the 
agreement, the State of New Mexico 
must concur with the remedial action 
plan to be developed for the site. The 
DOE will provide 90 percent of the 
engineering and construction costs; the 
State will provide the remaining 10 
percent of these costs. 

Project Description: The Phillips 
Petroleum Company built the Ambrosia 
Lake mill in 1957 and began operations 
in 1958. United Nuclear Corporation 
bought the mill in 1963 and ceased 
operations shortly thereafter. The 
Ambrosia Lake mill was designed to 
process uranium ores by a closed-circuit 
carbonate leach method. During milling 
operations, approximately three million 
tons of ore were processed to produce 
6,536 tons of uranium concentrate. 

The Ambrosia Lake tailings site 
consists of the tailings pile and the mill 
site. The existing tailings pile is roughly 
square in shape with a slightly concave 
top. Dikes composed of native soil and 
tailings have been constructed around 
the edges of the pile, but no other 
measures to stabilize the pile have been 
undertaken. The tailings cover 
approximately 111 acres and average 
approximately 17 feet in depth. 
Approximately 2.7 million cubic yards of 
tailings are contained in the pile. Soils 
contaminated with windblown tailings 
cover approximately 570 acres adjacent 
to the tailings pile. 

The mill site includes the main mill 
building, offices, a laboratory, garages, 
and other structures and equipment. The 
mill structures have been abandoned 
and are in poor repair. 

Proposed Action: The proposed 
remedial action for the Ambrosia Lake 
tailings is stabilization in place. All of 
the tailings and windblown 
contaminated soils would be 
consolidated with the existing tailings 
pile. Rubble and debris, including 
asbestos, from demolition of the mill site 
would be buried with the tailings in 
compliance with applicable state and 
Federal regulations. 

The final disposal would be designed 
to meet the EPA standards. The tailings 
pile would be recontoured to have 20 
percent sideslopes (five horizontal to 
one vertical) and a gently sloping top. 
The pile would then be covered with a 
layer of compacted earth to inhibit 
radon emanation and water infiltration. 
The top and sides of the pile would be 
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covered with a layer of sand and rock to 
protect the pile against erosion, 
penetration by animals, and inadvertent 
human intrustion. The sand and rock 
erosion protection barrier would tie into 
a rock erosion protection apron which 
would encircle the stabilized tailings 
pile. The top of the stabilized pile would 
average 50 feet above the surrounding 
terrain. Drainage swales would prevent 
surface runoff from concentrating on the 
pile. Areas disturbed by remedial action 
would be restored in accordance with 
applicable permits or approvals and 
would be released for unrestricted use. 

The stabilized tailings pile, which 
would be roughly rectangular in shape, 
would have a maximum length of 2500 
feet and a maximum width of 1550 feet. 
The pile would occupy an area of 88 
acres situated primarily within the 
designated site boundary. The entire 
disposal area would cover 95 acres. 

Alternatives to the proposed action 
were analyzed in the EA. These 
included no action and disposal of the 
tailings at the Section 21 disposal site 
located approximately one mile north of 
the Ambrosia Lake designated site. 

Finding: The DOE has considered the 
concerns that have been expressed 
during cooperative agency reviews 
about the environmental and health 
impacts from the proposed remedial 
action. In general, concerns relate to the 
impacts based on the design of the 
stabilized pile in controlling long-term 
radiation releases, impacts from 
radiation released during remedial 
action, impacts on groundwater and 
surface water, impacts from the 
contaminated groundwater, air-quality 
impacts, and impacts to cultural 
resources. 

The EA discusses the environmental 
impacts resulting from the proposed 
remedial action and identifies mitigation 
measures that will be implemented to 
assure that these effects are 
insignificant. The Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) for 
stabilization in place at the Ambrosia 
Lake site is based on the following 
findings which are supported by the 
information and analyses in the EA: 

* Radiation releases—The increased 
radiation exposure above background 
levels to the general population during 
the remedial action will be extremely 
low. The estimated excess health effects 
to the general public were projected to 
be 0.00054 additional cancer deaths due 
to radiation from the tailings during a 
13-month remedial action period. With 
no action, this projection would be 
0.00052 per 13 months. The projected 
excess health effects for remedial action 
workers were 0.011 per 13 months. The 
total excess health effects during 


remedial action would be 0.01 per 13 
months. 

The DOE will closely monitor the 
release of radcn and particulates during 
the remedial action. The release of 
radon and contaminated particulates 
will be reduced by dampening 
contaminated material with water or 
chemical dust suppressants, and by 
limiting contaminated material-handling 
operations during adverse weather 
conditions. 

Human exposure to residual 
radioactive materials will be reduced 
further by restricting access, by 
providing worker training programs, and 
by the use of necessary monitoring and 
protective equipment by the remedial 
action workers. 

The long-term total excess health 
effects after remedial action for 
stabilization in place and the no action 
alternatives are 0.000008 and 0.0005 per 
year, respectively. The calculations for 
the no action alternative do not consider 
potential further dispersal of the tailings 
by natural erosion or by man or the 
continued ingestion of locally grown and 
locally consumed beef that contains 
elevated levels of radionuclides; thus, 
the actual total excess health effects 
could be greater under the no action 
alternative than that presented. 

On these bases, it was determined 
that the radiation impacts from the 
proposed action are insignificant. 

e Air quality—Dispersion modeling 
indicated that there would be little 
deterioration in air quality from exhaust 
pollutants and their levels would be 
within all applicable air quality 
standards. 

Fugitive dust emissions estimated 
through the use of an EPA approved 
computer simulation model indicated 
that activities at the site and along the 
transportation route from the borrow 
sites would exceed the state and 
Federal ambient air quality standards 
for TSP. However, the modeling used is 
conservative and overpredicts potential 
impacts. The parameters that would 
tend to overpredict impacts are the 
assumption of light winds blowing 
persistently for six consecutive hours 
from the same direction, the assumption 
of stable meteorological conditions 
during the same six-hour period, and the 
assumption of maximum equipment 
emissions and average wind erosion 
emissions under the meteorological 
scenario assumed above. 

On these bases, it was determined 
that the air-quality impacts of the 
proposed action will be temporary and 
will not be significant. 

e Surface-water quality—Impacts 
from surface runoff from the tailings pile 
during remedial action would be 
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minimal because of water retention 
facilities and erosion control measures. 

After remedial action, surface runoff 
created by excessive rainfall would be 
controlled by features incorporated into 
the remedial action design to prevent 
erosion of the stabilized pile. The 
sideslopes of the pile would be limited 
to five horizontal to one vertical (20 
percent) and the top of the pile would be 
gently sloped (approximately four 
prcent) to promote drainage from the 
pile with non-erosive flow velocities. A 
combination of ditches and other 
hydraulic facilities would be constructed 
to direct surface runoff around and 
away from the pile. 

On these bases, it was determined 
that the impacts on surface-water 
resources would not be significant. 

¢ Groundwater quality—The 
proposed remedial action would reduce 
the amount of precipitation which 
percolates through the pile. The 
stabilized pile would be covered with 
low-permeability materials which would 
present a barrier to infiltration. In 
addition, the pile would be sloped so 
that the precipitation would run off 
instead of collecting:in depressions. The 
low-permeability cover would also 
allow the dissipation of the perched 
mound of contaminated water in the pile 
to the foundation materials. Therefore, 
stabilization in place would reduce the 
long term groundwater contamination 
produced by the pile. 

There is presently no domestic or 
agricultural use of groundwater that is 
contaminated and that may become 
contaminated from the contaminant 
plume. 

Based on the above, it was 
determined that the impacts on 
groundwater resources would not be 
significant. 

¢ Cultural resources—No historic 
sites would be impacted by remedial 
action activities at the existing tailing 
site. Two prehistoric sites (one eligible 
to the National Register of Historic 
Places, and one needing additional data 
to determine eligibility) would be 
impacted: by cleanup of the area of 
windblown contamination. The eligible 
site(s) would be the subject of a data 
recovery plan implemented in 
accordance with the National Historic 
Preservation Act. An additional four 
sites exist within 500 feet of the area of 
decontamination activities. These sites 
would be avoided during remedial 
action and would not be impacted. 

There are no floodplains or perennial 
streams, wetlands, or threatened or 
endangered species in the areas that 
would be affected by the remedial 
action. 
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In summary, based on the analyses in 
the EA, the DOE has determined that the 
proposed action does not constitute a 
major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment within the meaning of the 
NEPA. Therefore, the preparation of an 
EIS is not required. 

Single Copies of the EA are Available 
From: James R. Anderson, Manager, 
UMTRA project Office, 5301 Central 
Avenue, NE., Suite 1720, Albuquerque, 
New Mexico 87108, (505) 844-3941. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Carol Borgstrom, Acting Director, Office 
of NEPA Project Assistance, Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Environment, 
Safety and Health, Room 3E-080, 
Forrestal Building, Washington, DC 
20585, (202) 586-4600. 


Issued at Washington, DC, June 17, 1987. 
Grover A. Smithwick, 
Acting Assistant Secretary, Environment, 
Safety and Health. 
[FR Doc. 87-14897 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Assistant Secretary for International 
Affairs and Energy Emergencies 


Proposed Subsequent Arrangement; 
Atomic Energy Agreements; England 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
pursuant to U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission License No. XB001248. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above-mentioned 
authority involves approval of the 
following sale: 


Contract Number S-EU-925, for the 
sale of 1,000,000 curies of tritium to 
Sanders Roe Development, Ltd., England 
for manufacture of sealed light sources. 

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
subsequent arrangement will not be 
inimical to the common defense and 
security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 

For the Department of Energy. 

Dated: July 8, 1987. 

George J. Bradley, Jr., 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 


International Affairs and Energy 
Emergencies. 


[FR Doc. 87-16070 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Atomic Energy Agreements; Proposed 
Subsequent Arrangements; Federal 
Republic of Germany 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Additional Agreement for 
Cooperation between the Government of 
the United States of America and the 
European Atomic Energy Community 
(EURATOM) concerning Peaceful Uses 
of Atomic Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to’be 
carried out under the above-mentioned 
agreement involves approval for the 
return of irradiated research reactor fuel 
of United States origin from the FRJ-1 
and FRJ-2 reactors in the Federal 
Republic of Germany for reprocessing 
and storage at Department of Energy 
Facilities. The return of highly enriched 
uranium (HEU), totaling 30 kilograms, is 
consistent with U.S. nonproliferation 
policy in that it serves to reduce the 
amount of HEU abroad. as 

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
subsequent arrangement will not be 
inimical to the common defense and 
security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 


For the Department of Energy. 

Dated: July 8, 1987. 
George J. Bradley, Jr., 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs and Energy 
Emergencies. c 
[FR Doc. 87-16071 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Proposed Subsequent Arrangements; 
Atomic Energy Agreements; 
Government of Japan 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of 
proposed “subsequent arrangements” 
under the Agreement for Cooperation 
between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government 
of Japan concerning Civil Uses of 
Atomic Energy, as amended, and the 
Additional Agreement for Cooperation 
between the Government of the United 
States of America and the European 
Atomic Energy Community (EURATOM) 
concerning Peaceful Uses of Atomic 
Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangements to be 
carried out under the above-mentioned 
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agreements involve approval of the 
following retransfers: 

RTD/EU(JA)-91, for the retransfer 
from Japan to Belgium, of 21 fuel rods, 
containing 4,720 grams of uranium 
enriched to 4.96 percent in the isotope 
uranium-235 for irradiation and post- 
irradiation examination. 

RTD/EU(JA)-92, for the retransfer 
from Japan to Belgium of 20 fuel rods, 
containing 10,800 grams of uranium 
enriched to 6.94 percent in the isotope 
uranium-235 for irradiation and post- 
irradiation examination. 

In accordance with Section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that these 
subsequent arrangements will not be 
inimical to the common defense and 
security. 

These subsequent arrangements will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 


For the Department of Energy. 

Date: July 8, 1987. 
George J. Bradley, Jr., 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs and Energy 
Emergencies. 
[FR Doc. 87-16072 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Office of Energy Research 


Energy Research Advisory Board; 
Open Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby 
given of the following meeting: 


Name: Energy Research Advisory Board 

Date and Time: August 5, 1987—8:30 a.m.— 
3:30 p.m.; August 6, 1987—8:30 a.m.—5:30 p.m.; 
August 7, 1987—8:30 a.m.—12:00 Noon. 

Place: Stanford Linear Accelerator Center 
(SLAC), Orange Room, Central Laboratory 
Building, 2575 Sand Hill Road, Stanford, CA 
94305, 415/854-3300, X-2601. 

Contact: John E. Metzler, Department of 
Energy, Office of Energy Research, ER-6, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 
20585, 202/586-5444. 

Purpose of the Board: To advise the 
Department of Energy (DOE) on the overall 
research and development conducted in DOE 
and to provide long-range guidance in these 
areas to the Department. TENTATIVE 
AGENDA: The specific agenda items and 
times are subject to last minute changes. 
Visitors planning to attend for a specific topic 
should confirm the time prior to and during 
the day of the meeting. 


Tentative Agenda 


August 5 


8:30 a.m. Administrative Matters 
Approvai of May Minutes 
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Meeting Schedule 
Approval of 1988 Meeting Dates 
9:00 a.m. Welcoming Remarks 
9:15 a.m. Discussion of Progress of 
Competitiveness Study Panel Reports 
12:00 Noon Follow-up on Geosciences and 
Physics Reports 
1:00 p.m. Lunch 
2:15 p.m. DOE San Franciso Operations 
Office Briefing 
3:00 p.m. SLAC Briefing : 
3:20 p.m. Public Comment (10 minute rule) 
3:30 p.m. Adjourn 


August 6 


8:30 a.m. Revisions to Competitiveness Study 
12:00 Noon Lunch 
1:00 p.m. Continuation of Review of 
Competitiveness Study 
4:00 p.m. Progress Reports of New Panels 
Education 
Technology Utilization 
4:50 p.m. Public Comment (10 minute rule) 
5:00 p.m. Adjourn 


August 7 


8:30 a.m. Review of Current Draft of 
Competitiveness Study 

11:00 a.m. Future Study Plans 

11:50 a.m. Public Comment (10 minute rule) 

12:00 Noon Adjourn 

Public Participation: The meeting is open to 
the public. The Chairman of the Board is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will facilitate the orderly 
conduct of business. Written statements may 
be filed with the Board either before or after 
the meeting. Members of the public who wish 
to make oral statements pertaining to agenda 
items should contact John Metzler at the 
address or telephone number listed above. 
Requests must be received 5 days prior to the 
meeting and reasonable provision will be 
made to include the presentation on the 
agenda. 

Transcripts: The transcript of the meeting 
will be available for public review and 
copying at the Freedom of Information Public 
Reading Room, 1E-190, Forrestal Building, 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW, 
Washington, DC, between 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except Federal 
holidays. 

Issued at Washington, DC on July 9, 1987. 
J. Robert Franklin, 

Deputy Advisory Committee Management 
Officer. 

[FR Doc. 87-16073 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


[Docket Nos. ER87-515-000 et al.] 


Electric Rate and Corporate 
Regulation Filing; Alabama Power Co. 
et al. 


Take notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission: 


1. Alabama Power Company 


[Docket No. ER87-515-000] 
July 6, 1987. 

Take notice that on June 29, 1987, 
Alabama Power Company (APCO or the 
Company) tendered for filing a change 
in rates for partial requirments service 
under an Agreement for Partial 
Requirement and Complementary 
Service dated February 24, 1986 between 
the Company and Alabama Municipal 
Electric Authority. The proposed change 
would reduce the demand charge 
incorporated in the rate resulting in an 
annual revenue reduction of 
approximately $4.1 million. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


2. Kansas Power and Light Company 


[Docket No. ER87-514-000} 
July 6, 1987. 

Take notice that on June 29, 1987, 
Kansas Power and Light Company (KPL) 
tendered for filing a newly executed 
renewal contract dated June 9, 1987, 
with the City of Ellinwood, Kansas for 
wholesale service to that community. 
KPL states that this contract permits the 
City of Ellinwood to receive service 
under rate schedule WTU-12/83 
designated Supplement No. 11 to R.S. 
FERC No. 192. The proposed effective 
date is July 1, 1987. The proposed 
contract change provides essentially for 
the ten year extension of the original 
terms of the presently approved 
contract. In addition, KPL states that 
copies of the contract have been mailed 
to the City of Ellinwood and the State 
Corporation Commission. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


3. Public Service Company of New 
Mexico 

[Docket No. ER87-513-000] 

July 6, 1987. 

Take notice that on June 29, 1987, 
Public Service Company of New Mexico 
(PNM) tendered for filing an 
Interruptible Transmission Service 
Agreement between PNM and Arizona 
Public Service Company (APS) dated 
June 2, 1987. Under the Agreement PNM 
will provide interruptible bidirectional 
transmission service to APS over PNM’s 
transmission facilities at an initial rate 
of 3 mills/kWh. 

PNM requests that notice 
requirements be waived and that the 
Agreement be effective as a June 29, 
1987. 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon APS and the New Mexico Public 
Service Commission. 
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Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this document. 


4. Alamito Company 


[Docket No. EC87-16-000} 
July 7, 1987. 

Take notice that on June 30, 1987, 
Alamito Company (Alamito) filed an 
application with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, pursuant to 
section 203 of the Federal Power Act, 
seeking an order (1) authorizing it to 
purchase, acquire, and take Preferred 
Stock and debt securities of other public 
utilities subjects to the limitation that at 
no time would Alamito and its 
subsidiaries hold or possess Preferred 
Stock and debt securities of any other 
public utility exeeding in the aggregate 
1% of the permanent outstanding 
capitalization of the security issuer, (2) 
modifying the reporting requirement of 
18 CFR § 33.8 to require only an annual 
report, and (3) waiving the Exhibit D 
filing requirements in part. Purchases of 
utility securities will be part of a passive 
investment program and are not 
designed to obtain or exercise control 
over any utility. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


5. Cambridge Electric Light Company 


[Docket No. ER86-692-003] 
July 7, 1987. 

Take notice that on June 30, 1987, 
Cambridge Electric Light Company 
(Cambridge) filed a revised Exhibit B to 
the Service Agreement for Supply of 
Partial Requirement Service to the 
Municipal Light Department of the Town 
of Belmont, Massachusetts (Belmont), in 
order to effectuate the terms of an Offer 
of Settlement approved by the 
Commission on February 26, 1987. 

Cambridge states that the revised 
Exhibit B sets out a rate for partial 
requirements service to Belmont 
reflecting changes in the cost of service 
resulting from the reduction in the 
federal corporation income tax rate to 
34% as established by the Tax Reform 
Act of 1986. Cambridge asks that the 
compliance rate be made effective as of 
July 1, 1987. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


6. Bridgeport Resco Company, L.P. 
[Docket No. ER87-518-000] 
July 7, 1987. 


Take notice that on June 30, 1987, 
Bridgeport Resco Company, L.P. 
(Bridgeport Resco) tendered for filing (1) 
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a proposed initial rate schedule - 
(Bridgeport Resco Rate Schedule No. 1), 
consisting of an Electric Power Purchase 
Agreement (the Agreement), dated as of 
December 1, 1985, governing sales by 
Bridgeport Resco to the United 
Illuminating Company (UI) of electric 
power generated by a biomass fueled 
small power production facility under 
construction in Bridgeport, Connecticut; 
(the Facility) and (2) a petition for 
waiver of the Commission's regulations 
requiring that cost-of-service data be 
submitted with the rate schedule and 
that the rate schedule must be submitted 
no more than 120 days before electric 
service commences. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


7. Commonwealth Edison Company 


[Docket No. ER87-519-000] 
July 7, 1987. 


Take notice that on June 30, 1987, 
Commonwealth Edison Company 
(Edison) tendered for filing Amendment 
No. 5, dated Apri! 15, 1987, to the 
Interconnection Agreement dated as of 
March 1, 1975 between Edison and 
Wisconsin Power and Light Company 
(Wisconsin Power). 

This Amendment acknowledges the 
results of negotiations regarding the 
burdens and benefits of the 
Wempletown Interconnection pursuant 
to section 1.04 of Appendix A to the 1975 
Agreement. The Amendment requires 
Edison to make five annual payments to 
Wisconsin Power in the amount of 
$147,942 each. The Amendment also 
stipulates that metering data be 
adjusted to compensate for losses 
between the location of the meters and 
the point of interconnection. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
Wisconsin Power and Light Company, 
Madison, Wisconsin, the Illinois 
Commerce Commission, Springfield, 
Illinois, and the Public Service 
Commission of Wisconsin, Madison, 
Wisconsin. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 

8. Pacific Power & Light Company an 
assumed business name of PacifiCorp 
[Docket No. ER87-521-000} 

July 7, 1987. 

Take notice that on July 1, 1987, 
Pacific Power & Light Company (Pacific), 
an assumed business name of 
PacifiCorp, tendered for filing, in 
accordance with Section 35.12 of the 
Commission's Regulation’s, a Long-Term 
Power Sales Agreement dated June 30, 


1987, between Pacific and Southern 
California Edison Company (Edison). 

Pacific requests waiver of the 
Commission's notice requirements to 
permit this rate schedule to become 
effective August 1, 1987, this date being 
the date on which service is to 
commence. 

Copies of this filing were supplied to 
the Public Utilities Commission of the 
State of California and Edison. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


9. San Diego Gas & Electric Company v. 
Alamito Company 

[Docket No. EL87-49-000] 

July 7, 1987. 


Take notice that on June 30, 1987, San 
Diego Gas & Electric Campany (SDG&E) 
tendered for filing pursuant to Rules 206, 
207, 212, and 217 of the rules of practice 
and procedure of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (Commission), 
18 CFR 385.206, 385.207, 385.212, 385.217 
(1987}, a complaint, petition for 
declaratory order, and motion for 
summary disposition requesting the 
Commission to determine summarily 
certain rights and obligations of the 
parties under Phase Five of a Ten-Year 
Sale and Interconnection Agreement 
entered into by SDG&E and Tucson 
Electric Power Company (TEP) and later 
assigned by TEP to Alamito Company. 

Comment date: July 31, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


10. Southern California Edison Company 


[Docket No. ER87-516—-000} 
July 7, 1987. 


Take notice that on June 30, 1987, 
Southern California Edison Company 
(Edison) tendered for filing a change in 
rates for transmission service as 
embodied in Edison's agreements with 
the following entities. The change in 
rates reflects a reduction in rate of 
return from 12.39 percent to 11.86 
percent authorized by the California 
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) to 
be made effective January 1, 1986; a 
reduction in rate of return from 11.86 
percent to 11.24 percent authorized by 
the CPUC to be made effective January 
1, 1987; a reduction in tax rate due to the 
Federal Tax Reform Act of 1986 to be 
made effective July 1, 1987; Edison's 
additional cost of capital investment in 
the 230 kV network facilities, Palo 
Verde-Devers 500 kV transmission line 
and the new Mira Loma-Serrano 500 kV 
transmission line effective July 1, 1987. 
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FPC Electric Tariff Original 


Volume No. + 
94.15, 129, 165, 192, 194, 
198, 205 


...| 95.15, 130, 164, 293, 200, 
204 


~--| 144.10, 160, 189, 196, 201 
«| 145.10, 159, 190, 199 
-f $46.10, 162, 191, 202 

149, 154.7, 172, 195 


Edison requests waiver of the 
Commission’s prior notice requirement 
and an effective date for these rate 
changes of January 1, 1986, January 1, 
1987, July 1, 1987, and July 1, 1987, 
respectfully. 

Copies of this filing were served upon 
the Public Utilities Commission of the 
State of California and all interested 
parties. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 

11. Southern California Edison Company 
[Docket No. ER87-517-000] 
July 7, 1987. 

Take notice that on June 30, 1987, 
Southern California Edison Company 
(Edison) tendered for filing a change in 
rates for transmission service as 
embodied in Edison's agreements with 
the following entities. The change in 
rates reflects a reduction in rate of 
return from 12.39 percent to 11.86 
percent authorized by the California 
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) to 
be made effective January 1, 1986; a 
reduction in rate of return from 11.86 
percent to 11.24 percent authorized by 
the CPUC to be made effective January 
1, 1987; a reduction in tax rate due to the 
Federal Tax Reform Act of 1986 to be 
made effective July 1, 1987; Edison's 
additional cost of capital investment in 
the 230 kV network facilities, Palo 
Verde-Devers 500 kV transmission line 
and the new Mira Loma-Serrano 500 kV 
transmission line to be effective July 1, 
1987: 


Rate schedule FERC No. 


1. California Department of | 38, 112, 113, 181 
Water Resources (COWR). 

2. Arizona Power Pool Asso- | 93 
ciates (APPA). 

3. City of Los Angeles De- | 102, 116, 140, 141, 163, 1868 
partment of Water and 
Power (DWP). 

4. Pacific Gas and Electric | 117, 147 
Company (PGandE). 

5. Western Area Power Au- | 120 
thority (WAPA). 

6. Arizona Electric Power Co- 
operative (AEPC). 

7. City of Glendale (Gien- 
dale). 

8. San Diego Gas & Electric 
Company (SDG&E). 

9. M-S-R Public Power 
Agency (M-S-R). 

10. City of Pasadena (Pasa- 
dena). 
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Rate schedule FERC No. 


11. City of Burbank (Bur- 


nk). 
12. Arizona Public Service 
Company (APS). 


Edison requests waiver of the 
Commission’s prior notice requirement 
and an effective date for these rate 
changes of January 1, 1986, January 1, 
1987, July 1, 1987, and July 1, 1987, 
respectfully. 

Copies of this filing were served upon 
the Public Utilities Commission of the 
State of California and all interested 
parties. 

Comment date: July 20, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this document. 


Standard Paragraphs: 


E. Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a motion 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE, Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214). All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before the 
comment date. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-15998 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket Nos. QF86-373-002 et al.] 


Small Power Production and 
Cogeneration Facilities; Qualifying 
Status; Certificate Applications, etc.; 
Ultrapower-Rocklin et al. 


Comment date: Thirty days from 
publication in the Federal Register, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 

July 6, 1987. 

Take notice that the following filings 

have been made with the Commission. 


1. Ultrapower-Rocklin 


[Docket No. QF86-373-002] 

On June 19, 1987, Ultrapower-Rocklin 
(Applicant), of 16845 Von Karman 
Avenue, Irvine, California 92714 
submitted for filing an application for 
recertification of a facility as a 


qualifying cogeneration facility pursuant 
to § 292.207 of the Commission's 
regulations. No determination has been 
made that the submittal constitutes a 
complete filing. 

The small power production facility 
will be located in Rocklin, California. 
The facility will consist of fluidized-bed 
combustion boilers supplying steam to 
turbine generators. The net electric 
power production capacity of the facility 
will be 25 MW. The primary source of 
energy will be biomass in the form of 
wood waste. 

By order issued March 11, 1986, the 
Director of Office of Electric Power 
Regulation granted certification as a 
qualifying small power production 
facility under Docket No. QF86-373-001. 

The recertification is requested due to 
change of ownership. Under the instant 
application ownership will be 
transferred from Ultrapower, Inc., the 
original owner, to Ultrapower-Rocklin. 


Turbo Power Systems 


[Docket No. QF86-1029-002 & Docket No. 
QF86-1032-002] 

On June 18, 1987, Turbo Power 
Systems (Applicant), of 227 North 
Eldridge, Suite 720, Houston, Texas 
77079, submitted for filing two 
applications for certification of facilities 
as qualifying cogeneration facilities 
pursuant to § 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

Both the facilities are topping-cycle 
cogneration facilities. Paramus facility 
(Docket QF86-1029-002) will be located 
at the Paramus M & R station in 
Paramus, New Jersey while Harmony 
Road Facility (Docket No. QF86-1032- 
002) will be located at the Harmony 
Road M & R station in Gloucester 
County, New Jersey. Each facility will 
consist of a combustion turbine 
generator, a heat recovery steam 
generator, an extraction/condensing 
steam turbine-generator, two heat 
exchangers, and a turbo expander. The 
extracted steam will be sold to either 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation or Elizabethtown Gas Co. 
for use in their gas line pressure 
reduction stations. The maximum 
electric power production capacity of 
the Paramus facility will be 33.9 MW 
and Harmony Road facility will be 9.6 
MW. The primary source of energy will 
be natural gas. The installation of both 
facilities is scheduled to commernce 
during the third quarter of 1987. 


Standard Paragraphs 


E. Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a motion 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
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Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214). All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before the 
comment date. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-15997 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket Nos. CP87-387-000 et al.] 


Natural Gas Certificate Filings; United 
Gas Pipe Line Company et al. 


July 6, 1987. 


Take notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission: 


1. United Gas Pipe Line Company 


[Docket No. CP87-387-000] 


Take notice that on June 8, 1987, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United), 
P. O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1478 filed in Docket No. CP87-387-000 
an application for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act so as 
to authorize interruptible transportation 
of up to a total of 463,000 Mcf per day 
(Mcfd) of natural gas for Shell Gas 
Trading Company, Shell Offshore Inc. 
and Shell Western E&P Inc., all as more 
fully set forth in the application on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

United states that it has entered into 
gas transportation agreements with 
Shell Gas Trading Cumpany, Shell 
Offshore Inc. and Shell Western E&P 
Inc. pursuant to a settlement agreement 
dated January 30, 1987, which settles 
various disputes between the parties 
concerning United's obligations under 16 
gas purchase contracts. United explains 
that it has entered into one agreement 
with Shell Gas Trading Company which 
provides for the transportation by 
United of up to 200,000 Mcfd of natural 
gas, five contracts with Shell Offshore 
Inc. which provide for that 
transportation of up to a total of 114,000 
Mcfd of natural gas, and five contracts 
with Shell Western E&P Inc. to transport 
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up to a total of 149,000 Mcfd of natural 
gas. 

United notes that the term of each of 
the transportation agreements, with one 
exception, is ten years from the date of 
first deliveries and month to month 
thereafter. United asserts that the 
exception is an agreement with Shell 
Offshore Inc. (Contract No., T1-21-996) 
which provides for a three year term. 

United proposes to charge, under all 
of the agreements, its applicable mileage 
based rate as shown on Sheet No. 4-D, 
Volume No. 1 of United’s FERC Gas 
Tariff. United offers specific shippers, 
agreement identifications, rates, and 
receipt and delivery points applicable to 
each proposed transaction which are set 
forth below: (Volumes are expressed in 
Mcfd and rates are expressed in cents 
per Mcf.) 


BLLING CODE 6717-01-M 
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Shipper /Agreent @ [voisRates Receipt Points Delivery Foints | 


iShell Gas Trading| 200 009} Refugio County Tx(2) | Rapides Parish LAC2) 
17 1-21-995 Victoria County TX i Pike County MS(2) 
Attala County mS 
Ouachita Parish LA(4) 
1 St. Martin Parish LA 
i St. Mary Parish LA 
Vermilion Parish LA 
i LaSalle Parish LA 
Panola County TX 


[shell Offshore “High Island Area T catcasieu Parish LA 
jT1-21-996 je =| offshore TX 


[Sheil Offshore | 25, 000} ~ High Island Area || cameron Pa Parish LA(3) ) 
}T1-21-997 oo ak | offshore LA 


[sne11 Offshore " LaPourche ‘Parish eerons Terrebonne Parish LA 
171-21-998 
i =< ra _ 


Shei. Offshore we “South | Tiebalier Area. T diniene Parish Lé LA(2) 
}T1-21-1000 } offshore LA i Pike County mS(2) 
: } Atala County MS 
Quachita Parish LA(5) 
1 St. Martin Parish LA 
St. Mary Parish LA 
i} Vermilion Parish LA 
|} LaSalle Parish LA 
[Shei Offshore 
71-21-1002 


Shell ‘Western ELF 
eee i Iberia Parish LA i Terrebonne Parish LA 
2 Martin Parish LA |] St. —— Parish LA 


iShelt ‘Western as aan sanrannes Parish LA(2)| ] st. ch Charles Parish LA | 
jT1-21~ 1001 14, 7. St. Martin Parish LA 


Isheii Western wT 21, o00}) ‘Terrebonne Parish La(e)| “St. Landry St. Landry Parish LA 
[71-21-1007 i. ao 


ee 4 
Isne1l Western Exp] I 20, ooo "Iberia Parish LA oe Eas. cee 1 Parish arish LA 

j 1 1-21-1008 14.97 danas Martin Parish LA | 
| ipcecesilinnmsraniipmeie 


7 vandals Fe Parish LA(2) Ouachita Parish LA 
Iberia Parish LA Fancla County TX 
St. Martin Parish LA 


Comment date: July 27, 1987, in accordance with 
Standard Paragraph F at the end of this notice. 


BILLING CODE 6717-01-C 





2. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, A 
Division of Tenneco Inc. 


[Docket No. CP87-398-000] 


Take notice that on June 17, 1987, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco Inc., (Tennessee), 
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77252, 
filed in Docket No. CP87-398-000 an 
application pursuant to section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
abandon compression facilities at its 
Stations 9A, 507F, and 510, including 
two stations, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Tennessee states that the 8,000 
horsepower compressor to be 
abandoned at Station 9A was included 
in additional facilities installed to 
increase system capacity under Federal 
Power Commission authorization at 
Docket Nos. G-701 and G-808. 
Tennessee further states that Station 9A 
is located in Victoria County, Texas. 
Tennessee advises that declining 
deliverabilities south of Station 9A have 
precluded operation of this compressor 
facility. Tennessee explains that 
facilities rated at 14,000 horsepower 
would remain at the station after the 
abandonment. 


Tennessee states that the original 
compressor at Station 507F, located in 
Grand Chenier, Louisiana, was included 
in facilities designed to increase average 
day delivery capacity authorized by 
Docket No. CP64-165. Tennessee further 
states that, in Docket No. CP67-211, 
Tennessee received authorization to 
construct and operate an additional 
compressor at Station 507F. Tennessee 
explains that this, with modifications to 
the original 7,500 horsepower 
compressor unit, gave a total of 14,900 
horsepower at this station. Tennessee 
advises that declining deliverability in 
the East and West Cameron areas have 
precluded operation of Station 507F, and 
no increase in deliverability is 
anticipated. 


Tennessee states that Station 510 is 
located in Acadia Parish, Louisiana, and 
that Tennessee was authorized at 
Docket No. CP68-245 to construct 
facilities including a 9,100 horsepower 
compressor at this station to carry out a 
transportation service on behalf of 
Trunkline Gas Company. Tennessee 
advises that subsequent operational 
changes on the Muskrat and Bayou Sale 
lines have precluded operation of 
Station 510. 

Comment date: July 27, 1986, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of this notice. 


3. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company, Trunkline Gas Company 


[Docket No. CP87-397-000] 


Take notice that on June 17, 1987, ~ 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Panhandle) and Trunkline Gas 
Company (Trunkline) jointly referred to 
as Applicants, P. O. Box 1642, Houston, 
Texas 77251-1642 filed in Docket No. 
CP87-397-000 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing an exchange of 
natural gas, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Panhandle and Trunkline state that 
they have each entered into separate 
Gas Storage Agreements with 
Consumers Power Company 
(Consumers) under which Consumers 
would provide a storage service for 
Panhandle and Trunkline, it is 
explained. Panhandle and Trunkline 
further state that under the Panhandle 
Gas Storage Agreement, Panhandle 
would tender gas to Michigan Gas 
Storage Company (Storage Company) 
for delivery to Consumers for storage on 
behalf of Panhandle. Applicants further 
state that Trunkline would tender gas to 
Consumers for storage. Panhandle and 
Trunkline assert that The Gas Storage 
Agreements contain a “cross-over” 
provision whereby, in order to increase 
operational efficiency, Panhandle may 
tender gas to Consumers at the existing 
interconnection of facilities of 
Consumers and Trunkline in Elkhart 
County, Indiana and Trunkline may | 
tender gas to Consumers at the existing 
interconnection between the facilities of 
Panhandle and Storage Company in 
Washtenau County, Michigan, on any 
other point of interconnection between 
Storage Company and Panhandle as 
mutually agreed upon, it is explained. 
Applicants state that they would use the 
existing interconnection of facilities 
between Panhandle and Trunkline near 
Tuscola, Illinois as a balancing point. 


Applicants state that implementation 
of such agreements would provide 
Panhandle and Trunkline flexibility in 
making deliveries of gas into storage, 
afford them greater ability to balance 
supply and demand on their respective 
systems and allow Consumers and 
Storage Company with the flexibility 
they require for receipt, transportation 
and delivery of gas Applicants. 
Accordingly, Applicants assert that they 
have entered into an Exchange 
Agreement providing for the exchange 
of natural gas. 

Applicants request authority for the 
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exchange and transportation activities 
so that they may undertake to 
implement the Gas Storage Agreements. 
Applicants state that this includes the 
authority needed to exercise all rights 
and obligations under the Gas Storage 
Agreements, as well as authority to 
deliver gas for storage on behalf of 
Trunkline and Panhandle and to receive 
such gas from Consumers, a total 
volume of up to 300,000 Mcf per day on 
an interruptible basis. Applicants state 
that since the exchange would be 
mutually beneficial there would be no 
charge for the exchange. 

Comment date: July 27, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of this notice. 


Standard Paragraphs 


F. Any person desiring to be heard or 
make any protest with reference to said 
filing should on or before the comment 
date file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426, a motion to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 385.214) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 


Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this filing 
if no motion to intervene is filed within 
the time required herein, if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a motion 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 


Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
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unnecessary for the applicant to appear 
or be represented at the hearing. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-15996 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[OPP-240075; FRL-3232-2] 
State Registrations of Pesticides 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: EPA has received notices of 


registration of pesticides to meet special 

local needs under section 24(c) of the 

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 

Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended, 

from 29 States. A registration issued 

under this section of FIFRA shall not be 
effective for more than 90 days if the 

Administrator disapproves the 

registration or finds it to be invalid 

within that period. If the Administrator 
disapproves a registration or finds it to 
be invalid after 90 days, a notice giving 
that information will be published in the 

Federal Register. 

DATE: The last entry for each item is the 

date the State registration of that 

product became effective. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Owen F. Beeder, Registration Division 
(TS-767C), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street, SW., 
Washington, DC. 

Office location and telephone number: 
Room 716A, CM #2, 1921 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Arlington, VA, (703- 
557-7893). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 

notice only lists the section 24(c) 

applications submitted to the Agency. 

The Agency has 90 days to approve or 

disapprove each application listed in 

this notice. Applications that are not 
approved are returned to the 
appropriate State for action. The 
registrations listed below were received 
by the EPA in February through May of 

1987. Receipts of State registrations will 

be published periodically. Of the 

following registrations, none involve a 

changed-use pattern (CUP). The term 

“changed-use pattern” is defined in 40 

CFR 162.3(k) as a significant change 

from a use pattern approved in 

connection with the registration of a 

pesticide product. Examples of 

significant changes include, but are not 
limited to, changes from a nonfood to 
food use, outdoor to indoor use, ground 


to aerial application, terrestrial to 
aquatic use, and nondomestic to 
domestic use. 


Arizona 


EPA SLN No. AZ 87 0007. Pennwalt 
Corp. Registration is for Agclor FM to be 
used on various fruits and vegetables to 
control organisms causing decay after 
harvest. February 24, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. AZ 87 0008. Wilco 
Distributors, Inc. Registration is for 
Wilco Gopher Getter Bait 1.8% for 
subsoil use to control pocket gophers. 
April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. AZ 87 0009. Wilco 
Distributors, Inc. Registration is for 
Wilco Gopher Getter Bait-Type 2 for 
subsoil use to control pocket gophers. 
April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. AZ 87 0010. Wilco 
Distributors, Inc. Registration is for 
Wilco Ground Squirrel Bait to be used 
around farm buildings, in orchards or 
other crop or noncrop areas to control 
squirrels. April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. AZ 87 0012. E.L. du Pont 
de Nemours & Co. Registration is for 
Phosdrin 4 EC Insecticide to be used on 
bermudagrass (grown for seed only) to 
control various flies and mites. May 4, 
1987. 


Arkansas 


EPA SLN No. AR 87 0002. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be used on soybeans for postermergence 
application to control weeds. March 31, 
1987. 

EPA SLN No. AR 87 0003. Rhone 
Poulence, Inc. Registration is for Tackle 
Herbicide to be used on rice for post- 
emergence control of hemp sesbania. 
April 16, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. AR 87 0004. Hoechst- 
Roussel Argi-Vet Co. Registration is for 
Whip 1 EC Herbicide to be used on rice 
and soybeans for postemergence control 
of grass. April 16, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. AR 87 0005. Uniroyal 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Dimilin 
25W to be used on Christmas trees and 
pine tree nurseries to control Nantucket 
pine tip moths. April 16, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. AR 87 0006. FMC Corp. 
Registration is for Talstar 10 WP 
Insecticide/Miticide to be used on 
outdoor ornamentals to control mites 
and other insects. April 16, 1987. 


California 


EPA SLN No. CA 87 0007. Ciba-Geigy 
Corp. Registration is for Apron T 69 SD 
to be used as a seed treatment to control 
seed rot, damping off and downy 
mildew. February 5, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. CA 87 0009. Miller 
Farms. Registration is for Vydate L to be 
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used on tomatoes and cucumbers to 
control nematodes in greenhouses. 
February 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. CA 87 0013. California 
Fig Institute. Registration is for Roundup 
(glyphosate) to be used on figs to control 
field bindweed and johnsongrass. April 
7, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. CA 87 0015. Los Angeles 
County. Registration is for 3% 
Strychnine Grain to be used on crop 
areas to control pocket gophers. April 
10, 1987. 


Connecticut 


EPA SLN No. CT 87 0001. Mobay 
Corp. Registration is for Furadan 15G to 
be used on seeded alfalfa to control 
clover root curculio, nematodes, and 
potato leafhoppers. April 6, 1987. 


Georgia 

EPA SLN No. GA 0004. Union 
Carbide. Registration is for Larvin 3.2 
Thiodicarb Insecticide to be used on 
sweet corn to control armyworms, corn 


earworms, and European corn borers. 
March 26, 1987. 


Hawaii 


EPA SLN No. HI 87 0002. Chevron 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Ortho 
Difolatan 80 Sprills to be used on 
macadamia nuts to control raceme or 
blossom blight. March 5, 1987. 


Idaho 


EPA SLN No. ID 87 0002. E.1. duPont 
de Nemours & Co. Registration is for 
DuPont Benlate Fungicide to be used as 
seed treatment on rape to control seed- 
borne blackleg. May 12, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. ID 87 0003. USDA- 
APHIS. Registration is for Marmot Bait 
Strychnine Paste to be used on 
agricultural areas to control marmots. 
March 30, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. ID 87 0004. Mobay Corp. 
Registration is for Sencor 4 Flowable to 
be used on lentils and peas to control 
various weeds. May 12, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. ID 87 0005. Mobay Corp. 
Registration is for Sencor DF 75% Dry 
Flowable to be used on lentils and peas 
to control various weeds. May 12, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. ID 87 0006. Wilbur-Ellis 
Co. Registration is for Wilbur-Ellis 
Dimethoate 267 to be used on seed grass 
to control mites, aphids, thrips, and 
plant bugs. May 12, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. ID 87 0007. Griffith 
Corp. Registration is for Direx 4L to be 
used on bluegrass seed crops to control 
windgrass. May 12, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. ID 87 0008. FMC Corp. 
Registration is for Furadan 15G to be 
used on sugarbeets to control sugarbeet 
root maggots. May 14, 1987. 





EPA SLN No. ID 87 0009. Great Lakes 
Chemical Corp. Registration is for Chlor- 
O-Pic to be used on Douglas fir tree 
stumps to control inoculum of laminated 
root rot. May 14, 1987. 


Iowa 


EPA SLN No. IA 87 0001. Fermenta 
Animal Health Co. Registration is for 
Terminator Insecticide Cattle Ear Tag to 
be used on cattle to control horn flies. 
February 9, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. IA 87 0002. Y-Tex Corp. 
Registration is for Max-Con Insecticide 
Ear Tag to be used on cattle to control 
hornflies and various insects. February 
9, 1987. 


Kentucky 


EPA SLN No. KY 87 0002. Clarke 
Outdoor Spraying Co. Registration is for 
Abate 5% to be used on mosquito 
breeding areas to control mosquito and 
midge larvae. March 6, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. KY 87 0003. Y-Tex Corp. 
Registration is for Max-Con Insecticide 
Ear Tag to be used on cattle to control 
hornflies, gulf coast ticks, and other 
pests. April 21, 1987. 


Louisiana 


EPA SLN No. LA 87 0001. Rhone- 
Poulenc, Inc. Registration is for Tackle 
Herbicide to be used on rice to control 
weeds. April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. LA 87 0002. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Ambush Insecticide to be used on 
tomatoes to control various worms and 
pests. April 28, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. LA 87 0003. FMC Corp. 
Ag. Chemical Group. Registration is for 
Talstar 10 WP Insecticide/Miticide to be 
used on outdoor ornamentals for 
rotational use to control several 
important insect and mite pests. April 
28, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. LA 87 0004. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be used on hot peppers to control 
weeds. April 28, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. LA 87 0005. {CI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be used on soybeans for postemergence 
control of red rice. April 28, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. LA 87 0006. Hoechst- 
Roussel Agri-Vet Co. Registration is for 
Whip 1 EC Herbicide to be used on rice 
and soybeans to contro] annual and 
perennial grass. May 5, 1987. 
Mississippi 

EPA SLN No. MS 87 0003. Rhone- 
Polenc, Inc. Registration is for Tackle 
Herbicide to be used on rice for post- 


emergence control of various insect and 
mite pests. April 6, 1987. 


EPA SLN No. MS 87 0004. FMC:Corp. 
Registration is for Talstar 10 WP 
Insecticide/Miticide to be used on 
outdoor ornamentals to control various 
insect and mite pests. April 6, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. MS 87 0005. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be used on soybeans to control red rice. 
April 8, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. MS 8&7 0007. Red Panther 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Farm 
World DSMA Special to be used on 
cotton to control weeds. April 2, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. MS 87 0008. Hoechst- 
Roussel Agri-Vet Co. Registration is for 
Whip 1 EC Herbicide for preharvest use 
on rice to control annual and perennial 
grass. May 6, 1987. 

Missouri 

EPA SLN No. MO 87 0003. Hoechst- 
Roussel Agri-Vet Co. Registration is for 
Whip 1 EC Herbicide to be used on short 
variety rice to control grass. April 3, 
1987. 

EPA SLN No. MO 87 0004. Dow 
Chemical. Lorsban 4E Insecticide to be 
usd on grapes to control grape root borer 
April 6, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. MO 87 0005. FMC Corp. 
Registration is for Command 4 EC Plus 
Scepter 1.5 AS to be used on soybeans 
to control broadleaf weeds. May 6, 1987. 


Nebraska 


EPA SLN No. NE 87 0001. E.1. du Pont 
de Nemours & Co. Registration is for Du 
Pont Extrazine 4L Herbicide to be used 
or grain sorghum to control weeds. 
March 15, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. NE 87 0002. IC 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Gramoxone Super to be used on no-till 
sunflowers for preplant or 
postemergence treatment for control of 
emerged annual broadleaf weeds and 
grasses. March 16, 1987. 


New Jersey 


EPA SLN No. NJ 87 0003. Mobay Corp. 
Registration is for Furadan 15G to be 
used on pure seeded alfalfa to control 
clover root curculio and nematodes, 
potato leafhoppers, and alfalfa blotch 
leafminers. May 7, 1987. 


New Mexico 


EPA SLN No. NM 87 0005. FMC Corp. 
Registration is for Talstar 10 WP 
Insecticide/Miticide to be used on 
outdoor ornamentals to control various 
insects and mites. April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. NM 87 0006. Elanco 
Products Co. Registration is for Treflan 
TR-10 to be used on established alfalfa 
to control weeds. April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. NM 87 0007. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be-used on soybeans to control weeds. 
April 20, 1987. 


New York 


EPA SLN No. NY 87 0001. Miller 
Chemical & Fertilizer Corp. Registration 
is for Miller Lime Sulfer Solution to be 
used on grapes to control powdery 
mildew. April 17, 1987. 


North Carolina 


EPA SLN No. NC 87 0003. United 
States Borax & Chemical. Registration is 
for 20 Mule Team Tim-Bor to be used on 
wood structures to control wood decay 
caused by Poria incrassata. May 13, 
1987. 


North Dakota 


EPA SLN No. ND 87 0010. Chevron 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Ortho 
Diquat Herbicide H/A to be used on 
potatoes to control various grasses and 
weeds. April 10, 1987. 


Ohio 
EPA SLN No. OH 87 0002. Union 
Carbide. Registration is for Larvin 3.2 


Thiodicarb Insecticide to be used on 
soybeans to control slugs. April 16, 1987. 


Oregon 


EPA SLN No. OR 87 0001. Mobay 
Corp. Registration is for Sencor 4 
Flowable to be used on lentils and peas 
to control broadleaf weeds. March 17, 
1987, 

EPA SLN No. OR 87 0002. Mobay 
Corp. Registration is for Sencor DF 75% 
Dry Flowable to be used on lentils and 
peas to control broadleaf weeds. March 
17, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. OR 87 0003. Moyer 
Products, Inc. Registration is for Oxycop 
Dust No. 3 to be used on apples and 
pears to control fire blight. April 13, 
1987. 

EPA SLN No. OR 87 0005. Uniroyal 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Omite- 
CR to be used on Christmas trees to 
control mites. April 27, 1987. 


Pennsylvania 


EPA SLN No. PA 87 0002. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be used on oats for preplant and 
preemergence weed control. March 31, 
1987. 


South Dakota 


EPA SLN No. SD 87 0001. Sandoz 
Crop Protection Corp. Registration is for 
Banvel Herbicide to be used on small 
grains to control various weeds and 
grasses. April 6, 1987. 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


EPA SLN No. SD 87 0002. Chevron 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Orthene 
75 S Soluble Powder to be used on field 
borders, fence rows, roadsides, etc, for 
control of grasshoppers. April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. SD 87 0003. Chevron 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Orthene 
75 S Soluble Powder to be used on ranch 
and pasture grass to control 
grasshoppers. April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. SD 87 0004. Rhone- 
Poulenc, Inc. Registration is for Bronate 
Herbicide to be used on various wheat 
grasses to control weeds. April 30, 1987. 


Tennessee 


EPA SLN No. TN 87 0003. Morgan 
International Products, Inc. Registration 
is for Rethrocide to be used on horses to 
control flies. March 30, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. TN 87 0004. Uniroyal 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Dimilin 
25W to be used on trees and plants to 
control foliar feeding insect larvae. April 
6, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. TN 87 0005. Red Panther 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Red 
Panther Imidan 5 Dust to be used on 
sweet potatoes for postharvest control 
of various insects. April 3, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. TN 87 0006. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be used on alfalfa to control various 
weeds and grasses. April 27, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. TN 87 0007. ICI 
Americas, Inc. Registration is for 
’ Gramoxone Super Paraquat Herbicide to 
be used on alfalfa to control endophyte- 
infected fescue, forage legume/grass 
mixtures, and other grasses. April 24, 
1987. 


Texas 


EPA SLN No. TX 87 0003. Chevron 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Ortho 
Bolero 8 EC to be used on water-seeded 
rice for control of red rice or 
sprangletop. March 26, 1987. 


Utah 


EPA SLN No. UT 87 0001. USDA- 
APHIS, ADC. Registration is for DRC- 
1339 Baits 98% Concentrate to be used to 
treat eggs in shore bird and waterfowl 
nesting areas to control common ravens. 
April 24, 1987. 

Virginia 

EPA SLN No. VA 87 0002. Dow 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Lorsban 
4E Insecticide to be. used on tobacco to 
control rootknot nematodes. February 6, 
1987, 

EPA SLN No. VA 87 0003. PBI/Gordon 
Corp. Corp. Registration is Pestroy 8 EC 
to be used on pine trees to control 
southern pine beetles. May 13, 1987. 


Washington 

EPA SLN No. WA 87 0009. Mobay 
Corp. Registration is for Furadan 15G to 
be used on spinach grown for seed only 
for seed-furrow treatment at time of 
planting to control spring tails. March 
19, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WA 87 0010. Platte 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Clean 
Crop Phorate 20G to be used on potatoes 
to control aphids, leafhoppers, leaf 
miners, wireworms, and other insects. 
April 13, 1987, 

EPA SLN No. WA 87.0011. Pennwalt 
Corp. Registration is for Des-I-Cate to be 
used on hops to control sucker growth. 
April 20, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WA 87.0012. FMC Corp. 
Registration is for Thiodan 50 WP 
Insecticide to be used on-conifers grown 
for Christmas trees to control Cooley 
spruce adelgid and Douglas fir needle 
midge. May 4, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WA 87 0013. FMC Corp. 
Registration is for Thiodan 3 EC 
Insecticide to be used on conifers grown 
for Christmas trees to control Cooley 
spruce adelgid and Douglas fir needle 
midge. May 4, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WA 87 0014. Uniroyal 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Omite- 
CR to be used on Bartlett pears to 
control two-spotted and McDaniel 


Spider mites and red mites. April 7, 1987. 


EPA SLN No. WA 87 0015. Drexel 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Drexel 
Diuron 4L to be used on established 
perennial bluegrass grown for seed to 
control various weeds and grasses. May 
7, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WA 87 0016. E.I. du Pont 
de Nemours & Co. Registration is for Du 
Pont Lorox DF Herbicide to be used on 
newly planted and established 
asparagus to control various weeds. 
May 7, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WA 87 0017. Gowan Co. 
Registration is for Prokil Dimethoate W- 
25 Insecticide to be used on grapes to 
control grape leafhopper and Pacific 
spider mites. May 11, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WA 87 0018. Baker 
Performance Chemicals, Inc. 
Registration is for Magnacide H 
Herbicide to be used in irrigation canals 
to control weeds and algae. May 13, 
1987. 


Wisconsin 


EPA SLN No. WI 87 0002. Dow 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Dowpon 
M Grass Killer to be used on birdsfoot 
trefoil grown for seed produciton to 
control grass. April 13, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WI 87 0003. Platte 
Chemical Co. Registration is for Clean 
Crop Phorate 20G to be used on potatoes 


26561 


to control aphids, leafhoppers, and 
various other insects. April 17, 1987. 

EPA SLN No. WI 87 0004. American 
Cyanamid Co. Registration is for Thimet 
20 G Soil and Systemic Insectidicde to 
be used on potatoes to control various 
insects. April 17, 1987. 


Wyoming 

EPA SLN No. WY 87 0003. Y-Tex 
Corp. Registration is for Max-Con 
Insecticide Ear Tag to be used on cattle 
to control flies and ticks. April 6, 1987. 
(Sec. 24 as amended, 92 Stat. 835 (7 U.S.C. 
136)) 

Dated: June 30, 1987. 
Douglas D. Campt, 
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs. 
[FR Doc. 87-15891 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[PP 7G3468/T545; FRL-3231-9] 


Avermectin; Establishment of 
Temporary Tolerances 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: EPA has established 
temporary tolerances for residues of the 
pesticide avermectin and its delta 8,9- 
geometric isomer of avermectin Ba in or 
on certain raw agricultural commodities. 
These temporary tolerances were 
requested by Merck and Co., Inc. 


DATE: These temporary tolerances 
expire May 1, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

By mail: George LaRocca, Product 
Manager (PM) 14, Registration Division 
(TS-767C), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20460. 


Office location and telephone number: 
Room 204, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA, (703-557- 
2400). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Merck 
and Co., Inc., Merck Sharp and Dohme 
Research Laboratories, Hillsborough 
Rd., Three Bridges, NJ 08887, has 
requested in pesticide petition PP 
7G3468 the establishment of temporary 
tolerances for residues of the pesticide 
avermectin and its delta 8,9-geometric 
isomer of avermectin B,a in or on the 
raw agricultural commodities citrus 
fruits at 0.005 part per million (ppm); 
meat, fat, and meat byproducts of cattle 
at 0.01 ppm; milk at 0.001 ppom; citrus 
oil and citrus pulp at 0.10 ppm. A related 
food and feed additive regulation FAP 
7H5518, in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities citrus fruits at 0.005 part 





per million (ppm); meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle at 0.01 ppm; milk at 
0.001 ppm; citrus oil and citrus pulp at 
0.10 ppm has published in the Federal 
Register of May 13, 1987 (52 FR 17942). 

These temporary tolerances will 
permit the marketing of the above raw 
agricultural commodities when treated 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
experimental use permit 618-EUP-12, 
which is being issued under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) as amended (Pub. L. 95-396, 
92 Stat. 819; 7 U.S.C. 136). 

The scientific data reported and other 
relevant material were evaluated, and it 
was determined that establishment of 
the temporary tolerances will protect the 
public health. Therefore, the temporary 
tolerances have been established on the 
condition that the pesticide be used in 
accordance with the experimental use 
permit and with the following 
provisions: 

1. The total amount of the active 
insecticide to be used must not exceed 
the quantity authorized by the 
experimental use permit. 

2. Merck and Co., Inc., must 
immediately notify the EPA of any 
findings from the experimental use that 
have a bearing on safety. The company 
must also keep records of production, 
distribution, and performance and on 
request make the records available to 
any authorized officer or employee of 
the EPA or the Food and Drug 
Administration. 

These tolerances expire May 1, 1988. 
Residues not in excess of these amounts 
remaining in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities after this expiration date 
will not be considered actionable if the 
pesticide is legally applied during the 
terms of, and in accordance with, the 
provisions of the experimental use 
permit and temporary tolerances. These 
tolerances may be revoked if the 
experimental use permit is revoked or if 
any experience with or scientific data 
on this pesticide indicate that such 
revocation is necessary to protect the 
public health. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this notice from the 
requirements of sections 3 of Exective 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 610 through 
612), the Administrator has determined 
that regulations establishing new 
tolerances or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of smail entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 


the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). 


Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a{j). 

Dated: June 22, 1987. 
Edwin F. Tinsworth, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 
[FR Doc. 87-15892 Filed 7~14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[PP 6G3458/T546} 


IC! Americas, inc.; Establishment of 
Temporary Tolerances 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


summary: EPA has established 
temporary tolerances for residues of the 
pesticide (+)-alpha-cyano-(3- 
phenoxyphenyl)methyl(+ )cis-3-(Z-2- | 
chloro-3,3,3-trifluoroprop-1-eny])-2,2,- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate 
(PP321} in or on certain raw agricultural 
commodities. These temporary 
tolerances were requested by ICI 
Americas, Inc. 


DATE: These temporary tolerances 
expire May 8, 1988. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

By mail: George LaRocca, Product 
Manager (PM) 15, Registration Division 
(TS-767C), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, DC 20460. 


Office location and telephone number: 
Room 204, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA, (703-557-2400). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: ICI 
Americas, Inc., Agricultural Chemicals 
Division, Concord Pike and New : 
Murphy Rd., Wilmington, DE 19897, has 
requested in pesticide petition PP 
6G3458 the establishment of temporary 
tolerances for residues of the pesticide 
(+)-alpha-cyano-(3- 
phenoxyphenyl)methyl (+)cis-3-(2-2- 
chloro-3,3,3-triflouroprop-1-enyl)-2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate 
(PP321), in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities cottonseed at 0.01 part per 
million (ppm); meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
and sheep at 0.01 ppm; and milk at 0.01 
ppm. 

These temporary tolerances will 
permit the marketing of the above raw 
agricultural commodities when treated 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
experimental use permit 10182-EUP-47, 
which is being issued under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) as amended (Pub. L. 95-396, 
92 Stat. 819; 7 U.S.C. 136). 
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The scientific data reported and other 
relevant material were evaluated, and it 
was determined that establishment of 
the temporary tolerances will protect the 
public health. Therefore, the temporary 
tolerances have been established on the 
condition that the pesticide be used in 
accordance with the experimental use 
permit and with the following 
provisions: 

1. The total amount of the active 
insecticide to be used must not exceed 
the quantity authorized by the 
experimental use permit. 

2. ICI Americas, Inc., must 
immediately notify the EPA of any 
findings from the experimental use that 
have a bearing on safety. The company 
must also keep records of production, 
distribution, and performance and on 
request make the records available to 
any authorized officer or employee of 
the EPA or the Food and Drug 
Administration. 

These tolerances expire May 8, 1988. 
Residues not in excess of these amounts 
remaining in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities after this expiration date 
will not be considered actionable if the 
pesticide is legally applied during the 
term of, and in accordance with, the 
provisions of the experimental use 
permit and temporary tolerances. These 
tolerances may be revoked if the 
experimental use permit is revoked or if 
any experience with or scientific data 
on this pesticide indicate that such 
revocation is necessary to protect the 
public health. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this notice from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 610 through 
612), the Administrator has determined 
that regulations establishing new 
tolerances or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (41 
FR 24950). 


Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a{j). 
Dated: June 26, 1986. 
Edwin F. Tinsworth, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 
[FR Doc. 87-15893 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 
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Environmental Protection Agency 
(FRL-3231-7] 


Privacy Act of 1974; Systems of 
Records 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Privacy Act of 1974; Proposed 
new systems of records. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant of the Privacy Act 


of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
is proposing to formally establish and 
maintain a system of records. The 
system is “External Compliance 
Program Discrimination Complaint 
Files.” EPA will use this information to 
support and further the discrimination 
complaint process and to assure 
compliance with the nondiscrimination 
laws by recipients of Federal financial 
assistance. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This system shall 
become effective as proposed without 
further notice sixty (60) days after 
publication unless comments are 
received which would result in a 
contrary determination. The exemptions 
applicable to this system will become 
effective upon publication of a final rule 
in accorance with requirements of 5 
U.S.C. 553(b)(1), (20, and (3), (c) and (e). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION OR TO 
SUBMIT COMMENTS CONTACT: 

Andrew M. Strojny, Associate Director 
for External Compliance Programs, 
Office of Civil Rights (A-105), U.S. 
Environmentai Protection Agency, 401 M 
. Street SW., Washington, DC 20460. 
Telephone: 202/382-4581. 


Dated: July 2, 1987. 
John S. Floeter, 


Acting Deputy Assistant Administrator for 
Administration and Resources Management. 


EPA-21 


SYSTEM NAME: 
External Compliance Program 


Discrimination Complaint Files—EPA/ 
OCR. 


SECURITY CLASSIFICATION: 
None. 


SYSTEM LOCATION: 

Complete External Compliance 
Program (ECP) discrimination complaint 
files submitted after March 5, 1984 are 
maintained in the laboratory or Regional 
office responsible for conducting the 
investigation. The addresses of the 
Regional offices and laboratories are 
listed in the Appendix. A skeleton file is 
maintained in the Office of Civil Rights 
(OCR), U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), 401 M Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 


ECP discrimination complaint files 
submitted prior to March 5, 1984 are 
maintained in OCR, EPA, 401 M Street 
SW., Washington, DC 20460, or in the 
Regional and laboratory offices listed in 
the Appendix. 


CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals who have filed, or had 
filed on their behalf, discrimination 
complaints against recipients of Federal 
financial assistance. 


CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 


Letters or other documents initiating 
discrimination complaints, 
correspondence, internal memoranda 
and notes pertaining to the complaints; 
investigative reports and findings on the 
complaints; and related information 
concerning the complaints and 
investigations. 


AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
SYSTEM: 

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
(42 U.S.C. 2000d et. seq.); Title IX of the 
Education Amendments of 1972 (20 
U.S.C. 1681 et. seq.); Section 504 of the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 
794); Section 13 of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 
1972 (Pub. L. 92-500); Title III of the Age 
Discrimination Act of 1975 (42 U.S.C. 
6101 et. seq.); Title VIII of the Federal 
Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 3601); 
Executive Orders 11246, 12250 and 
12259; 40 CFR Part 7. 


PURPOSE(S): 

This file system is maintained to 
support and further the discrimination 
complaint process, including the 
investigation and resolution of 
complaints, and to assure compliance 
with the nondiscrimination laws by 
recipients of Federal financial 
assistance. 


ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

Disclosure of information may be 
made: 

1. To the Department of Justice, the 
Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission, or other Federal and State 
agencies when necessary to complete an 
investigation, enforce the 
nondiscrimination statutes set forth in 
the Authority section of this Notice or 
assure proper coordination between 
Federal agencies. 

2. To a private individual or firm 
under contract to OCR for the purpose 
of investigating the complaint. Relevant 
records will be disclosed to such a 
contractor. The contractor will be 
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required to maintain Privacy Act 
safeguards with respect to such records. 

3. To persons named as alleged 
discriminating officials to allow such 
persons the opportunity to respond to 
the allegations of discrimination which 
are made against them during the course 
of the discrimination complaint process. 

4. To any source from which 
additional information is requested 
when necessary to obtain information 
relevant to the OCR investigation of a 
discrimination complaint (but only to 
the extent necessary to inform the 
source of the purpose of the request and 
to identify the type of information 
requested.) 

5. To a Member of Congress or a 
congressional office in response to an 
inquiry from that Member or office made 
at the request of the individual to whom 
the record pertains. 

6. To a Federal agency which has 
requested information relevant to its 
decision in connection with the hiring or 
retention of an employee; the reporting 
of an investigation on an employee; the 
letting of a contract; or the issuance of a 
security clearance, license, grant, or 
other benefit. 

7. To a Federal, State or local agency 
where necessary to enable EPA to 
obtain information relevant to an EPA 
decision concerning the hiring or 
retention of an employee; the letting of a 
contract; or the issuance of a security 
clearance, license, grant, or other 
benefit. 

8. To an appropriate Federal, State, 
local or foreign agency responsible for 
investigating, prosecuting, enforcing, or 
implementing a statute, rule, regulation 
or order, where there is an indication of 
a violation or potential violation of the 
statute, rule, regulation or order and the 
information disclosed is relevant to the 
matter. 

9. To the Department of Justice to the 
extent that each disclosure is 
compatible with the purpose for which 
the record was collected and is relevant 
and necessary to litigation or 
anticipated litigation in which one of the 
following is a party or has an interest; 
(a) EPA or any of its components; (b) an 
EPA employee in his or her official 
capacity; (c) an EPA employee in his or 
her individual capacity where the 
Department of Justice is representing or 
considering representation of the 
employee; or (d) the United States 
where EPA determines that the litigation 
is likely to affect the Agency. 

10. In a proceeding before a court, 
other adjudicative body or grand jury, or 
in an administrative or regulatory 
proceeding, to the extent that each 
disclosure is compatible with the 





purpose for which the record was 
collected and is relevant and necessary 
to the proceeding in which one of the 
following is a party or has an interest: 
(a) EPA or any of its components; (b) an 
EPA employee in his or her official 
capacity; (c) an EPA employee in his or 
her individual capacity where the 
Department of Justice is representing or 
considering representation of the 
employee; or (d) the United States 
where EPA determines that the litigation 
is likely to affect the Agency. Such 
disclosures include, but are not limited 
to, those made in the course of 
presenting evidence, conducting 
settlement negotiations, and responding 
to subpoenas and requests for 
discovery. 

11. To representatives of the General 
Services Administration and the 
National Archives and Records 
Administration who are conducting 
records management inspections under 
the authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. 


POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING, 
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, AND DISPOSING OF 
RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 


STORAGE: 
File folders. 


RETRIEVABILITY: 


Files may be retrieved by the case file 
number, name of complainant and/or 
name of respondent (entity receiving 
Federal financial assistance which is 
alleged to have discriminated.) 


Access to and use of these records are 
limited to those EPA employees whose 
official duties require such access. 
When not in use, these files are stored in 
locked file cabinets. 


RETENTION AND DISPOSAL: 

Files are retained in the office for two 
years after the case is closed, sent to the 
Federal Records Center for five years, 
and then destroyed. See EPA Records 
Control Schedules, Appendix B, 
Schedule 16, Item 5 (pending). 


SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS: 

Associate Director for External 
Compliance Programs, Office of Civil 
Rights (A-105), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW, 
Washington, DC 20460. 


NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 

Contact the system manager at the 
address noted above. Include your name 
and address at the time the original 
complaint was filed, a copy or brief 
summary of allegations contained in the 
original complaint, the name of the 
entity against which the allegations 


were filed, and the date of the original 
complaint. You must submit a notarized 
statement which states that you are the 
individual to whom the record pertains 
and that you understand that it is a 
misdemeanor to knowingly and willfully 
seek to obtain access to records about 
another individual under false 
pretences. The system manager may 
require additional information as 
necessary. 


RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES: - 

Same as Notification Procedures. You 
should also reasonably specify the 
record contents being sought. 
Individuals are encouraged to request 
both notification and access at the same 
time in order to avoid excessive delays 
and correspondence. 


CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES: 

Same as Notification Procedures. You 
should also reasonably specify the 
information contested and the corrective 
action sought with supporting 
justification. 


RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES: 
Complainants, respondents, 
witnesses, EPA investigators and/or 
contract investigators, other EPA 
personnel, and other persons with 
information relevant to the case. 


SYSTEMS EXEMPTED FROM CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS OF THE ACT: 


Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(2), this 
system is exempt from the following 
provisions of the Privacy Act of 1974, 
subject to the limitations set forth in that 
subsection: 5 U.S.C. 552a(c)(3), (d), and 
(e)(1). These exemptions will be 
published as regulations in the Federal 
Register in accordance with the 
requirements of 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(1), (2), 
and (3), (c) and (e), and will be effective 
upon publication of a final rule. 
Appendix 

The addresses of EPA's Regional offices 
and laboratories which maintain the External 
Compliance Program discrimination 
complaint files are as follows: 

EPA Region I, Regional Director of Civil 

Rights, Federal Center, Boston, MA 02203 
EPA Region II, Regional Director of Civil 

Rights, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, New 

York 10278 
EPA Region III, Regional Director of Civil 

Rights, 841 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, 

PA 19107 
EPA Region IV, Regional Director of Civil 

Rights, 345 Courtland Street, N.E., Atlanta, 

GA 30365 
EPA Region V, Regional Director of Civil 

Rights, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 

IL 60604 
EPA Region VI, Regional Director of Civil 

Rights, 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas, TX 75270 
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EPA Region VII, Regional Director of Civil 
Rights, 726 Minnesota Avenue, Kansas 
City, KS 66101 

EPA Region VIII, Regional Director of Civil 
Rights, One Denver Place, 999 18th Street, 
Denver, CO 80202-2413 

EPA Region IX, Regional Director of Civil 
Rights, 215 Fremont Street, San Francisco, 
CA 94105 

EPA Region X, Regional Director of Civil 
Rights, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle, WA 
98101 

EPA Cincinnati Laboratories, EEO Officer, 26 
W. St. Clair Street, Cincinnati, OH 45268 

EPA RTP Laboratories, EEO Officer, 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27711 

EPA Las Vegas Laboratories, EEO Officer, 
P.O. Box 15027, Las Vegas, NV 89114 

[FR Doc. 87-16007 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[OPTS-44501; FRL-3233-1] 


Toxic and Hazardous Substances 
Control, TSCA Section 4 (d); Receipt of 
Test Data 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces thest 
data submissions received by EPA on 
June 30, 1987, pursuant to a test rule or 
consent order under section 4 of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward A. Klein, Director, TSCA 
Assistance Office (TS-799), Office of 
Toxic Substances, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room E-543, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, DC 20460, 
Telephone: (202) 554-1404. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
4(d) of TSCA requires the EPA to issue a 
notice in the Federal Register reporting 
the receipt of test data submitted 
pursuant to test rules promulgated under 
section 4({a). In the Federal Register of 
June 30, 1986 (51 FR 23705), EPA issued 
procedures for entering into Enforceable 
Consent Orders (ECO's) under section 4 
of TSCA. Those procedures provide that 
EPA will follow the procedures specified 
in section 4(d) in providing notice of test 
data received pursuant's to ECO’s. In 
addition, EPA from time to time receives 
industry submissions of test data 
developed voluntarily (i.e., not under 
test rules or ECO's) on chemical 
substances or mixtures EPA has 
considered for testing under section 4. 
Although not required by section 4(d), 
EPA periodically issues notices of 
receipt of such test data. 


Test Data Submissions 
This notice announces the test data 
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submissions received by EPA on June 
30, 1987, from Halogenated Solvents 
Industry Alliance pursuant to a test rule 
under section 4 of TSCA which is 
codified at 40 CFR 799.4400. The 
chemical test substance for which these 
data have been received is 1,1,1- 
trichloroethane (CAS No.,71-55-6). The 
test substance is widely used as a 
chemical solvent. 

The submission describes a 
developmental toxicity study conducted 
in Sprague-Dawley rats and New 
Zealand White Rabbits in which 1,1,1- 
trichloroethane administered at 
maternally toxic doses did not induce a 
teratogenic response. The applicable 
test standards were incorporated by 
reference in 40 CFR Part 799-4400. The 


2. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 309(e), the 
above applications have been 
designated for hearing in a consolidated 
proceeding upon the issues whose 
headings are set forth below. The text of 
each of these issues has been 
standardized and is set forth in its 
entirety under the corresponding 
headings at 51 FR 19,347 (May 29, 1986). 
The letter shown before each applicant's 
name, above, is used below to signify 
whether the issue in question applies to 
that particular applicant. 


2. Pursuant to Section 309(e) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, the above applications have 
been designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding upon the issues 
whose headings are set forth below. The 
text of each of these issues has been 
standardized and is set forth in its 
entirety under the corresponding 
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986. 


final report was required to be 
submitted by June 1987. 

EPA has initiated its review and 
evaluation process for this data 
submission. At this time the Agency is 
unable to provide any determination as 
to the submission’s completeness, 
adequacy or validity. 


EPA has established a public record 
for this TSCA section 4{d) receipt of 
data notice (docket number OPTS-— 
44501). This record includes copies of all 
studies reported in this notice. The 
record is available for inspection from 8 
a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays, in the OPTS 
Reading Room, NE-G004, 401 M Street 
SW., Washington, DC 20460. 


3. A copy of the complete HDO in this 
proceeding is available for inspection 
and copying during normal business 
hours in the FCC Dockets Branch (Room 
230), 1919 M Street, NW., Washington, 
DC. The complete text may also be 
purchased from the Commission's 
duplicating contractor, International 
Transcription Services, Inc., 2100 M 


The letter shown before each applicant's 
name, above, is used below to signify 
whether the issue in question applies to 
that particular applicant. 


Dated: July 8, 1987. 
]. Merenda, 
Director, Existing Chemical Assessment 
Division. 
[FR Doc. 87-16008 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[File Nos. BPH-850711PL et al; MM Docket 
No. 87-238) 


Applications for Consolidated Hearing; 
Barnard Broadcasting et al. 


1. The Commission has before it the 
following mutually exclusive 
applications for a new FM station: 


Street, NW., Washington, DC 20037. 
(Telephone (202) 857-3800). 

W. Jan Gay, 

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division, 
Mass Media Bureau. 

(FR Doc. 87-16023 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


[Fite Nos. BR-840201 VC, et al.; MM Docket 
No. 87-239] 


Applications for C »nsolidated Hearing; 
Interstate Broadcasting Co., inc. and 
Braverman Broadcasting Co., Inc. 


1. The Commission has before it the 
following mutually exclusive 
applications for a new AM station: 


3. If there is any non-standardized 
issue(s) in this proceeding, the full text 
of the issue and the applicant(s) to 
which it applies are set forth in an 
Appendix to this Notice. A copy of the 
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complete HDO in this proceeding is 
available for inspection and copying 
during normal business hours in the FCC 
Dockets Branch (Room 230), 1919 M 
Street, NW., Washington DC. The 
complete text may also be purchased 
from the Commission's duplicating 
contractor, International Transcription 
Services, Inc., 2100 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037. (Telephone (202) 


MoO p> 


2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, the above applications have 
been designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding upon the issues 
whose headings are set forth below. The 
text of each of these issues has been 
standardized and is set forth in its 
entirety under the corresponding 
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 9, 1986. 
The letter shown before each applicant's 
name, above, is used below to signify 
whether the issue in question applies to 
that particular applicant. 


MYDOVOZEC ALK TONMoOOw> 


S. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, the above applications have 
been designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding upon the issues 
whose headings are set forth below. The 
text of each of these issues has been 


W. Jan Gay, 

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division, 
Mass Media Bureau. 

Appendix 


To determine whether Applicant A 
(Interstate Broadcasting Company, Inc.) 
is entitled to a renewal expectancy. 


[FR Doc. 87-16024 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


City/State 


3. A copy of the complete HDO in this 
proceeding is available for inspection 
and coying during normal business 
hours in the FCC Dockets Branch (Room 
230), 1919 M Street NW., Washington 
DC. The complete text may also be 
purchased from the Commission's 
duplicating contractor, International 
Transcription Services, Inc., 2100 M 


standardized and is set forth in its 
entirety under the corresponding 
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986. 


The letter shown before each applicant's 


name, above, is used below to signify 
whether the issue in question applies to 
that particular applicant. 
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[File Nos. BPH-851113ME; MM Docket No. 
87-237] 


Applications for Consolidated Hearing; 
PN Radio Co. et al. 


1. The Commission has before it the 
following mutually exclusive 
applications for a new FM station: 


BPH-851113ME 
| BPH-851114MB 


~..| BPH-851115ME 
BPH-851114MC 


Street NW., Washington, DC 20037. 
(Telephone (202) 857-3800). 

W. Jan Gay, 

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division, 
Mass Media Bureau. 

[FR Doc. 87-16025 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


[File Nos. BPH-8507110B et al.; Docket No. 
87-244] 


Applications for Consolidated Hearing; 
Radio Marco, Inc., et al. 


1. The Commission has before it the 
following mutually exclusive 
applications for a new FM station: 


BPH-850712TX 
BPH-850712TY 
BPH-850712TZ 
BPH-850712U8 
BPH-850712UA 
BPH-850712UC 
BPH-850712UD 
BPH-850712UE 
BPH-850712UF 
BPH-850712UH 
BPH-850712U! 
BPH-850712V7 
BPH-850712x9 
BPH-850709MG 
BPH-850712SC 


3. A copy of the complete HDO is this 
proceeding is available for inspection 
and copying during normal business 
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hours in the FCC Dockets Branch (Room 
230), 1919 M Street, NW., Washington, 
DC. The complete text may also be 
purchased from the Commission’s 
duplicating contractor, International 
Transcription Services, Inc., 2100 M 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20037. 
(Telephone (202) 857-3800). 

W. Jan Gay, 

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division, 
Mass Media Bureau. 

[FR Doc. 87-16026 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


Fifth Meeting of the National Public. 
Safety Planning Advisory Committee 


" July 9, 1987. 


The fifth meeting of the National 
Public Safety Planning Advisory 
Committee will be held on August 26, 
1987, in Room 308 of the Baltimore 
Convention Center located at 1 West 
Pratt Street, Baltimore, Maryland. The 
meeting will start at 9:30 a.m. 

All interested parties are invited to 
attend the meeting. Since this is 4 
technical advisory committee, attendees 
should be prepared for technical 
discussions. 

The agenda for the fifth meeting will 
consist of: 

1. Approval of the minutes of the last 
meeting; 

2. Status reports from the Chairman 
and from the Task Group Facilitators; 

3. Review and approval of the Final 
Report. 

Any questions regarding the meeting 
should be directed to Mr. William R. 
Torak at (202) 632-7025. 


Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16021 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


(DA-87-843] 


Specialized Mobile Radio Service 
Frequencies To Be Available for 
Reassignment 


July 1, 1987. 


The following channels were recently 
recovered from licensees who failed to 
meet the Commission's loading or 
construction requirements and will be 
available for reassignement to trunked 
Specialized Mobile Radio (SMR) 
applicants. They were previously 
licensed at the coordinates indicated 
and are available at any location within 
the geographic area which will protect 
existing SMR systems pursuant to Rules 
90.362 and 90.621. 


856/859.5625 MHz, Breman, GA, 33-41- 

56 North, 85-08-10 West 
856/860.1375 MHz, Atlanta, GA, 33-45- 

34 North, 84-23-19 West 
856/860.0625 MHz, Atlanta, GA, 33-45- 

29 North, 84-23-15 West 
858/860.5625 MHz, West Palm Beach, 

FL, 26-46-00 North, 80-08-22 West 
856/860.6125 MHz,! Maricopa, CA, 34— 

55-11 North, 119-24-16 West 
856/860.1875 MHz, Visalia, CA, 36-18-50 

North, 119-19-06 West 
856/860.0125 MHz, La Grange, TX, 29- 

52-26 North, 96-52-50 West 
856/860.0625 MHz, Renssalaer, IN, 40- 

55-30 North, 87-09-10 West 
856/860.0375 MHz, Madera, CA, 26-57- 

47 North, 120-03-47 West 
851/855.9625 MHz, Castalia, OH, 41-23- 

48 North, 82-47-31 West 
861/865.9000 MHz, Tucson, AZ, 32-26-30 

North, 110-46-51 West 
856/860.0875 MHz, San Antonio, TX, 29- 

31-06 North, 98-34-18 West 

Pursuant to the Public Notice of 
January 6, 1986, Mimeo No. 1805, these 
channels will be available for 
reassignment on July 31, 1987. All 
applications received before July 31, 
1987 will be dismissed. The first 
application received after the channels 
become available for reassignment 
opens the filing window. The window 
stays open only for the day on which the 
first application is received. A// 
applications MUST reference the date 
and DA number of this Public Notice in 
order to be considered for these 
frequencies. 

There is a $30.00 fee required for each 
application filed. All checks should be 
made payable to the FCC. Applications 
should be mailed to : Federal 
Communications Commission, 800 
Megahertz Service, P.O. Box 360416M, 
Pittsburgh, PA 15251-6416. Applications 
may also be filed in person between 9:00 
a.m. and 3:00 p.m. at the following 
address: Federal Communications 
Commission, c/o Mellon Bank, Three 
Mellon Bank Center, 525 William Penn 
Way, 27th Floor, Room 153-2713, 
Pittsburgh, PA 15259, Attention: 
(Wholesale Lockbox Shift Supervisor). 

For further information, refer to Public 
Notice of January 6, 1986 or contact 
Riley Hollingsworth or Betty Woolford 
(202) 632-7125 of the Private Radio 
Bureau's Land Mobile and Microwave 
Division. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR Dop. 87-16022 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


1 These frequencies may not be assignable in 
accordance with Rule 90.621. 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


Agreement(s) Filed; Port Authority of 
New York and New Jersey 


The Federal Maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice of the filing of the 
following agreement(s) prusuant to 
section 5 of the Shipping Act of 1984. 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of each agreement at the 
Washington, DC Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street 
NW., Room 10325. Interested parties 
may submit comments on each 
agreement to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, DC 
20573, within 10 days after the date of 
the Federal Register in which this notice 
appears. The requirements for 
comments are found in § 572.603 of Title 
46 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 
Interested persons should consult this 
section before communicating with the 
Commission regarding a pending 
agreement. 

Agreement No.: 224-003328-003. 

Title: Part Authority of New York and 
New Jersey Terminal Agreement. 

Parties: 

Port Authority of New York and New 

Jersey 
Puerto Rico Maritime Shipping 
Authority 

Synopsis: The proposed agreement 
provides that: (1) Puerto Rico Maritime 
Shipping Authority (PRMSA) will 
relinquish certain premises at the 
Elizabeth-Port Authority Marine 
Terminal; (2) The Port Authority of New 
York and New Jersey (Port Authority) 
will pay PRMSA $4,000,000.00 (less any 
obligations); and (3) PRMSA agrees to 
employ Port Authority’s marine terminal 
facilities on a specified regular basis 
until December 31, 1991. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: July 10, 1987. 

Joseph C. Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16000 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


[Agreement No: 224-200005] 


Agreements Filed: Correction 


The Federal Register Notice of June 
17, 1987, (Vol. 52, No. 116, Page 23080) 
incorrectly stated that Agreement No. 
224~-200005 provides for the surrender of 
a certain terminal area operated by the 
Puerto Rico Maritime Shipping 
Authority. The Notice should have 
stated that the proposed agreement 
provides for Maher Terminals, Inc. to 





lease premises at the Elizabeth-Port 
Marine Terminal. 


By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 


Dated: July 10, 1987. 
Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 87-16001 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


[Docket No. 87-12] 


In the Matter of Maximum Potential 
Liability in Independent Ocean Freight 
Forwarder Bonds; Availability of 
Finding of No Significant impact 


Upon completion of an environmental 
assessment, the Federal Maritime 
Commission's Office of Special Studies 
has determined that Docket No. 87-12 
will not constitute a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment within the 
meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq., 
and that preparation of an 
environmental impact statement is not 
required. 

In Docket 87-12, a petition for 
declaratory order has been filed by Old 
Republic Insurance Company, The 
Surety Association of America, and the 
National Custom Brokers & Forwarders 
Association of America, Inc. seeking 
that the Federal Maritime Commission 
terminate a controversy and remove any 
uncertainty which may exist with 
respect to the maximum potential 
liability of a surety under an 
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
Bond (FMC-59 Rev), required to be filed 
with the Commission pursuant to 46 CFR 
510.14. 

This Finding of No Significant Impact 
(“FONSI”) will become final within 10 
days of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register unless a petition for 
review is filed pursuant to 46 CFR 
504.6{b). 

The FONSI and related environmental 
assessment are available for inspection 
on request from the Office of the 
Secretary, Room 11101, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, DC 
20573, telephone (202) 523-5725. 


By the Commission. 
Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-16036 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


Formation of, Acquisition by, or 
Merger of Bank Holding Companies; 
Miles Bancshares, Inc. 


The company listed in this notice has 
applied for the Board's approval under 
section 3 of the Bank Holding Company 
Act (12 U.S.C. § 1842) and section 225.14 
of the Board's Regulation Y {12 CFR 
225.24) to become a bank holding 
company or to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in section 3{c) of the Act {12 
U.S.C. § 1842(c)). 

The application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bark indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank indicated for that 
application or to the offices of the Board 
of Governors. Any comment on an 
application that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of why a written 
presentation would not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any © 
questions of fact that are in dispute and 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing. 

Comments regarding this application 
must be received not later than July 27, 
1987. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis 
(Randall C. Sumner, Vice President) 411 
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63166: 

1. Miles Bancshares, Inc. (formerly 
Miles-Advance Bancshares, Inc.), 
Advance, Missouri; to acquire at least 
99.6 percent of the voting shares of 
Bowen State Bank, Bowen, Illinois. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, July 13, 1987. 

James McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 87-16201 Filed 7-14-87; 11:11 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-m 


FEDERAL RETIREMENT THRIFT 
INVESTMENT BOARD 


Employee Thrift Advisory Council; 
Open Meeting 


In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92-463), a notice is hereby given 
of the following committee meeting: 


Name: Employee Thrift Advisory Council. 

Time and date: 10:00 a.m., fuly 30, 1987. 

Place: Conference Room 5141-A, General 
Services Administration Building, 18th and F 
Streets, NW, Washington, DC. 
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Status: Open. 
Matters to be considered: Approval of the 


minutes of the April 29, 1987, meeting; 
Activity update by the Executive Director, 
Federal Retirement Thrift Investment Board; 
Participation in Thrift Savings Plan by non- 
pay status employees; Review of second open 
season; Nondiscrimination requirement; 
General Accounting Office report on 
nondiscrimination tests; Management of 
investment funds; Role of Advisory Council 
in advising on investment and other matters; 
Selection of bond index funds; Selection of a 
Deputy Chairman; Annuities for retired 
employees; and other business. 

Any interested person may attend, appear 
before, or file statements with the Council. 
For further information contact John J. 
O'Meara on (202) 653-2573. 

Dated: July 10, 1987. 

Francis X. Cavanaugh, 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 87-16076 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6760-01-M 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


[GSA Bulletin FPMR A-40, Supp. 23] 


Changes to Federal Travel 
Regulations, Mileage Rate for Privately 
Owned Automobiles. 


AGENCY: Federal Supply Service, GSA. 


ACTION: Notice of changes to Federal 
Travel Regulations {(FTR). 


SUMMARY: The General Services 
Administration (GSA) has issued GSA 
Bulletin FPMR A-40, Supplement 23, 
transmitting changed pages to amend 
the Federal Travel Regulations (FTR), 
FPMR 101-7, to increase the mileage 
rate from 20.5 cents to 21 cents per mile 
for use of privately owned automobiles 
when authorized as advantageous to the 
Government. This FTR change reflects 
the results to GSA’s recent report to 
Congress on the investigation of the cost 
of operating privately owned vehicles. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: The changed provisions 
of the FTR transmitted by GSA Bulletin 
FPMR A-40, Supplement 23, are 
effective for travel performed on or after 
August 1, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Raymond F. Price, Jr., Regulations and 
Policy Division (FFY), FTS 557-1256 or 
Commercial (703) 557-1256. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: GSA has 
determined that this rule is not a major 
rule for the purposes of Executive Order 
12291 of February 17, 1981, because it is 
not likely to result in an annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more, a 
major increase in costs to consumers or 
others; or significant adverse effects. 
GSA has based all administrative 
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decisions underlying this rule on 
adequate information concerning the 
need for, and consequences of, this rule; 
had determined that the potential 
benefits to social from this rule outweigh 
the potential costs; has maximized the 
net benefits; and his chosen the 
alternative approach involving the least 
net cost to society. 

Accordingly, the Federal Travel 
Regulations are amended as follows: 


CHAPTER 1. TRAVEL ALLOWANCES 


-PART 4. REIMBURSEMENT FOR USE OF 
PRIVATELY OWNED CONVEYANCES 


Authority: (Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 
U.S.C. 486(c); 5 U.S.C. 5707; Executive Order 
No. 11609, July 22, 1971. 


1, Paragraphs 1-4.2a(2) and 1-4.2c(1) 
and (2) are revised to read as follows: 


1-4.2_ When use of a privately owned 
conveyance is advantageous to the 
Government. 


a. oe 


(2) For use of a privately owned 
automobile: 21 cents per mile. 


* * . * * 


*** & 


é. 

(1) Round trip when instead of taxicab 
to carrier terminals. Instead of using a 
taxicab under 1-2.3c, payment on a 
mileage basis at the rate of 21 cents per 
mile and other allowable costs as set 
forth in 1-4.1c shall be allowed for the 
round-trip mileage of a privately owned 
automobile used by an employee going 
from either the employee’s home or 
place of business to a terminal or from a 
terminal to either the employee's home 
or place of business. However, the 
amount of reimbursement for the round 
trip shall not in either instance exceed 
the taxicab fare, including tip, allowable 
under 1-2.3c for a one-way trip between 
the applicable points. 

(2) Round trip when instead of taxicab 
between residence and office on day of 
travel. Instead of using a taxicab under 
1~-2.3d, payment on a mileage basis at 
the rate of 21 cents per mile and other 
‘allowable costs as set forth in 1-4.1c, 
shall be allowed for round-trip mileage 
of a privately owned automobile used 
by an employee going from the 
employee's residence to the employee's 
place of business or returning from place 
of business to residence on a day travel 
is performed. However, the amount of 
reimbursement for the round trip shall 
not exceed the taxicab fare, including 
tip, allowable under 1-2.3d for a one- 
way trip between the points involved. 


* * * * * 


Dated: April 6, 1987. 
T.C. Golden, 
Administrator of General Services. 
[FR Doc. 87-16010 Filed 7—14-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6820-24-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Office of the Secretary 


Privacy Act of 1974—Revision of 
Notice of System of Records 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Privacy Act of 1974, as amended (5 
U.S.C. 552a), notice is hereby given that 
the Department of the Interior is revising 
a notice describing records maintained 
by the Executive Secretariat in the 
Office of the Secretary. The notice being 
revised is titled “Secretarial Controlled 
Correspondence File—Interior, Office of 
the Secretary-20,” and was previously 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 30, 1985 (50 FR 35331). The 
portions of the notice describing the 
storage, retrievability, and safeguarding 
of the records are revised to reflect the 
conversion of the system to an 
automated database. The revised notice 
is published in its entirety below. 

Since these changes do not involve 
any new or intended use of the 
information in the system of records, the 
notice shall be effective on July 15, 1987. 
Additional information regarding these 
revisions may be obtained from the 
Department Privacy Act Officer, Office 
of the Secretary (PIR), Room 7357, Main 
Interior Building, U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Washington, DC 20240. 

Dated: July 2, 1987. 

Oscar W. Mueller, Jr., 


Director, Office of Information Resources 
Management. 


INTERIOR/OS-20 


SYSTEM NAME: 


Secretarial Controlled 
Correspondence File—Interior, Office of 
the Secretary—20. 


SYSTEM LOCATION: 

Executive Secretariat, Office of the 
Under Secretary, U.S. Department of 
Interior, 18th and C Streets, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20240. 


CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 


Persons who have written to the 
Secretary of the Interior on official 
business. 


CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 


Identification of writer, subject, date 
and disposition of correspondence. 


AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
SYSTEM: 

5 U.S.C. 301; 43 U.S.C. 1457; 44 U.S.C. 
3101; Reorganization Plan 3 of 1950. 


ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

The primary use of the records is to 
ascertain the status of correspondence 
to the Secretary of the Interior. 
Disclosures outside the Department of 
the Interior may be made: (1) To a 
Federal agency so that the agency may 
respond to an inquiry from the named 
individual, (2) to the U.S. Department of 
Justice or in a proceeding before a court 
or adjudicative body when (a) the 
United States, the Department of the 
Interior, a component of the Department, 
or, when represented by the 
government, an employee of the 
Department is a party to litigation or 
anticipated litigation or has an interest 
in such litigation, and (b) the disclosure 
is deemed by the Department of the 
Interior to be relevant or necessary to 
the litigation, and (c) the Department of 
the Interior determines that disclosure is 
compatible with the purpose for which 
the records were compiled, (3) of 
information indicating a violation or 
potential violation of a statute, 
regulation, rule, order or license to 
appropriate Federal, State, local or 
foreign agencies responsible for 
investigating or prosecuting the 
violation or for enforcing or 
implementing the statute, rule, 
regulation, order or license, and (4) to a 
congressional office from the record of 
an individual in response to an inquiry 
the individual has made to the 
congressional office. 


STORING, RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, 
AND DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 
STORAGE: 

Automated database. 


RETRIEVABILITY: 

Indexed by number, name of 
correspondent, subject(s), date, date 
received, and disposition. 


SAFEGUARDS: 

Records maintained on secure 
database with access limited by security 
software, installed on hardware located 
in secure room. 


RETENTION AND DISPOSAL: 
In accordance with General Records 
Schedule No. 23, Item No. 3. 


SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS: 

Executive Secretary, Interior Building, 
Room 6221, 18th and C Streets, NW., 
Washington, D.C, 20240. 
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NOTIFICATION PROCEDURES: 

Inquiries regarding the existence of 
records should be addressed to the 
System Manager. A written, signed 
request stating that the requester seeks 
information concerning his/her records 
is required. See 43 CFR 2.60. 


RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURE: 

A request for access may be 
addressed to the System Manager. The 
request must be in writing and be signed 
by the requester. The request must meet 
the content requirements of 43 CFR 2.63. 


CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURE: 

A petition for amendment should be 
addressed to the System Manager and 
must meet the content requirements of 
43 CFR 2.71. 


RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES: 


Individuals on whom the record is 
maintained. 


[FR Doc. 87-15975 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-RP-M 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 
([FEIS 87-29] 


Availability of a Final Environmental 
impact Statement on the 

Modification of Indian Fishing 
Regulations To Authorize Commercial 
Harvesting of Anadromous Fish on the 
Hoopa Valley Indian Reservation, Del 
Norte and Humboldt Counties, CA 


AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice advises the public 


that the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement for the proposed modification 
of Indian Fishing Regulations to 
authorize commercial harvesting of 
anadromous fish is available for public 
review. 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs proposes 
to modify the fishing regulations for the 
Hoopa Valley Indian Reservation to 
authorize commercial harvesting of 
anadromous fish by tribal members of 
the reservation. In-season closure of the 
commercial fishery will occur if the 
expected run does not materialize. Fall 
chinook salmon harvest rates will be 
managed in the context of allocation 
agreements derived through established 
inter-jurisdictional salmon management 
groups. 

ADDRESS: Comments should be 
addressed to: Mr. Maurice W. Babby, 
Area Director, U.S. Department of the 


. Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 


Sacramento Area Office, 2800 Cottage 
Way, Sacramento, California 95825. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald B. Knapp, Area Natural 
Resources Specialist, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, Sacramento Area Office, 2800 
Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 
95825. (916) 460-4703, (FTS) 978-4703. 


Individuals wishing copies of this 
Final Environmental Impact Statement 
for review should immediately contact 
the above individual. Copies have been 
sent to agencies and individuals who 
participated in the scoping process and 
to all others who have already 
requested copies. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: The 
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), 
Department of the Interior, has prepared 
a Final Environmental Impact Statement 
on its proposal to modify the fishing 
regulations for the Hoopa Valley Indian 
Reservation to authorize commercial 
harvesting of anadromous fish by tribal 
members of the reservation. Prior to 
authorization, a harvest management 
plan will be prepared for each species of 
fish by the Bureau of Indian Affairs in 
cooperation with qualified fishery 
biologists and existing tribal 
governments. The plans will be 
reviewed each year and any necessary 
changes in regulations will be made. In- 
season adjustments of closures will be 
made by observing run strength. Each 
plan will establish the number of fish 
required to meet spawning goals and the 
number of fish needed to meet any 
subsistence or ceremonial needs. 
Commercial quotas and schedules in the 
plans will provide tribal members of the 
reservation with an equal opportunity to 
the fishery resource. Commercial fishing 
will be permitted on a species-by- 
species basis in those years when 
subsistence, ceremonial, and spawning 
allotments are exceeded by the 
expected run. In-season closure of the 
commercial fishery will occur if the 
expected run does not materialize. Fall 
chinook salmon harvest rates will be 
managed in the context of allocation | 
agreements derived through the inter- 
jurisdictional salmon management 
groups discussed on pages 12 and 13. 


This action is designed to provide a 
reasonable opportunity for tribal 
members of the Hoopa Valley Indian 
Reservation to exercise their fishing 
rights to the fullest extent possible ~ 
consistent with the conservation of the 
fishery resource of the Klamath River 
drainage. The action is needed to carry 
out the trustee obligation of the Federal 
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Government to the tribes to protect the 
natural assets of the Reservation and to 
aid in making these assets productive 
for Indian purposes. 

This action will result in an increase 
in local Native American income and 
should reduce the tensions between the 
predominantly non-Indian ocean troll 
fishery and the Indian net fishery, 
because the sale of fish would be legal 
for both. Both would be subject to 
harvest management plans for their 
fishery which would help promote a 
more harmonious relationship. 

The principal alternatives under 
consideration that were analyzed and 
evaluated during planning are: 


Alternative A—No Action 


This alternative presumes that present 
resources, trends and policies of 
involved agencies will continue into the 
foreseeable future and perpetuate the 
existing conditions affecting fishing by 
authorized Indian tribes. The current 
Federal regulations and Indian fishing 
would continue. Commercial fishing 
would continue to be recognized by the 
Department of the Interior as a valid 
reserved right of Indian tribes, but 
prohibited for conservation reasons. In- 
season changes in the regulations would 
continue to be based on observations of 
the river run and catch to provide for 
subsistence, ceremonial, and spawner 
needs and to provide an equal 
opportunity for sharing the harvest. 


Alternative B—Open Fishing 


Under this alternative, the fishing 
regulations would make no distinctions 
among the uses made of harvested fish 
of any species. Individual harvesters 
would decide to consume or sell their 
catch. 

Total harvest of each species would 
be monitored each year. Post-season 
analysis would be used to alter the 
following year's fishing regulations to 
protect spawning escapements of 
sensitive species. Consideration would 
be given to the ocean management 
decisions made by the Pacific Fishery 
Management Council each year prior to 
adjusting the Indian fishing regulations. 


Alternative C—Phased Commercial 
Fishing 

This is the Department of the 
Interior's proposed action. Under this 
alternative, no commercial fishing will 
be permitted of any species until a 
specific harvest management plan has 
been prepared for it that will assure an 
adequate number of fish for Indian 
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subsistence and ceremonial harvest and 
for spawning, after taking into account 
any anticipated in-river harvest by ~ 
persons not subject to Federal 
regulation. Any such plan will also be 
required to provide a fair opportunity to 
all eligible Indians to participate in the 
commercial fishery. 

Harvest management plans involving 
species caught in other fisheries (for 
example, chinook and coho) will 
address the issues of related impacts 
and appropriate allocation mechanisms 
for ensuring that Indian harvest and 
spawner escapement targets are 
achieved. The individual species harvest 
management plans will also address the 
mechanisms to be employed to monitor 
and administer each commercial fishing 
operation. Harvest management for fall 
chinook salmon will be developed each 
year, taking into account 
recommendations of the Klamath 
Fishery Management Council. 

Other government agencies and 
members of the public contributed to the 
planning and evaluation of the proposal 
and to the preparation of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement and 
the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

Dated: July 10, 1987. 
Ross O. Swimmer, 
Assistant Secretary; Indian Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 87-16027 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M 


[ID-010-07-4212-14; |-22469, I|-22470, I- 


22471, 1-22472, I-22474, I-22705] 


Realty Action, Sale of Public Land in 
Elmore, Owyhee, and Twin Falis 
Counties, ID 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Idaho, Interior. 


summany: The following-described 
lands have been examined and through 
the public-supported land use planning 
process have been determined to be 
suitable for disposal by sale pursuant to 
section 203 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, at no less 
than fair market value as determined by 
an appraisal: 


| T. 5S. A. 9 E., B. M. Sec. 13, lot 2 (15.62 


7.5 S, A. 10 E, BM, Sec. 15, SEXSW% 


(40 acres) 


T.6S, R. 5, B. M. Sec. 14, SWYANWHS 


E% (10 acres). 


T.6S, Rf. 12 E, B. M. Sec. 17, lot 1 (6.72 


PBBETG:. soccrsrcnccinisaceterooccsssegssecned 


DBRT OG nics sccsssassssntecnsccenescocecei 


acres). 
T.8S, A. 13 E., B. M. Sec. 26, SEY~NE% (40 


acres). 
T.9S, A. 19 E, B. M. Sec. 2, SE%VSW%, 


SW%SE%; Sec. 11, NEY“NW% (120 acres). 


DATES: The sale offering will be held on 
Tuesday, September 15, 1987, at 10:00 
a.m. Unsold parcels or direct sale 
parcels where no bids are received will 
be offered competitively every Tuesday 
through October 13, 1987, on which date 
this sale offering will be suspended. 

The previously-described lands are 
hereby segregated from appropriation 
under the public land laws including the 
mining laws for a period of 270 days or 
= patent is issued, whichever comes 

irst. 

For a period of 45 days from the date 
of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, interested parties may 
submit comments to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
at the address shown below. 

ADDRESS: The sale offering will be held 
at the BLM Boise District Office, 3948 
Development Avenue, Boise, Idaho 


~ 83705. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Detailed information concerning the 


conditions of the sale can be obtained 
by contacting Effie Schultsmeier at (208) 
334-1582. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: When 
patented, the lands will be subject to the 
following reservations: 


1-22469 Ditches and Canals, Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources to U.S. 

Ditches and Canals, Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources to U.S. 

Road Right-of-Way |-02131 to idaho 
Department of Transportation. Road 
Right-of-Way |-20029 to Glenns 
Ferry Highway District. Telephone 
Line Right-of-Way |-20976 to Moun- 
tain States Telephone and Tele- 


1-22470 


graph Company. 
Ditches and Canals, Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources to U.S. 
Road Right-of-Way !-20331 to Wayne 
Bachman. Road Right-of-Way I- 
20724 to Owyhee County. Irrigation 
Ditch Right-of-Way !-21050 to Brun- 


GE wetigeenapesnécntionacl 


eau Buckaroo Ditch Company. 

...| Ditches and Canais, Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources, Sodium and 
Potassium to U.S. 

..| Ditches and Canals, Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources to U.S. 


Road Right-ot-Way |-23661 to Twin 
Falls Highway District. 
Ditches and Canals, Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources to U.S. 
Irrigation Ditch Right-of-Way I-40 to 
Magic Irrigators, inc. 

Continued use of the land by valid 
right-of-way holders is proper subject to 
the terms and conditions of the grant. 
Administrative responsibility previously 
held by the United States will be 
assumed by the patentee. 

Sale parcel I-22469 is being offered 
directly to Peter and Mary Batruel 
because they are the adjoining 
landowners and historical users of the 
land. Should Peter and Mary Batruel fail 
to submit a bid to reach our office by 
4:30 p.m. on September 14, 1987, the 
parcel will be offered by competitive 
procedures as follows: A sealed bid 
must be submitted in person or received 
by mail prior to 4:30 p.m. on Monday 
preceding the date of sale in the Boise 
District Office located at 3948 
Development Avenue, Boise, Idaho. The 
bid must be sealed in an envelope with 
the envelope specifying the serial 
number and the sale date in the lower 
left hand corner (i.e. “Sealed bid—public 
land sale I-22469—Sale to be held 
September 22, 1987”). If two or more 
valid sealed bids are received for the 
same amount and are the high bid, a 
supplemental oral bidding of the high 
bidders will be held. 

Sale parcel I-22470 is being offered 
competitively with a preference to allow 
R.T. Zior to meet the highest bid. In 
order to exercise this preference, Mr. 
Zior must submit a bid by 4:30 p.m. on 
September 14, 1987. If a higher bid is 
received, he will be allowed 30 days 
from the sale date to match the high bid. 
If no bid is received on September 14, 
1987, from the preference right bidder, 
the parcel will be subject to competitive 
bidding procedures as outlined above 
for sale parcel I-22469. Failure to match 
the high bid within 30 days will void Mr. 
Zior’s preference, and the next highest 
bidder will be awarded the sale. 

Sale parcel I-22471 is being offered 
directly to Wayne Bachman because he 
is the adjoining landowner and 
historical user of the land. Should Mr. 
Bachman fail to submit a bid to reach 
our office by 4:30 p.m. on September 14, 
1987, the parcel will be offered by 
competitive procedures as outlined 
above for sale parcel I-22469. 

Sale parcel I-22472 is being offered 
directly to Robert P. Steele because he is 
the adjoining landowner and historical 
user of the land and there is no legal 
access. Should Mr. Steele fail to submit 
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a bid to reach our office by 4:30 p.m. on 
September 14, 1987, the parcel will be 
offered by competitive procedures as 
outlined above for sale parcel I-22469. 

Sale parcel I-22474 is being offered 
competitively with a preference to allow 
Maurice Eckert and Sons, Inc. to meet 
the highest bid. In order to exercise this 
preference, Maurice Eckert and Sons, 
Inc. must submit a bid by 4:30 p.m. on 
September 14, 1987. If a higher bid is 
received, they will be allowed 30 days 
from the sale date to match the high bid. 
If no bid is received on September 14, 
1987, from the preference right bidder, 
the parcel will be subject to competitive 
bidding procedures as outlined above 
for sale parcel I-22469. Failure to match 
the high bid within 30 days will void 
Maurice Eckert and Sons, Inc.'s 
preference, and the next highest bidder 
will be awarded the sale. 

Sale parcel I-22705 is being offered 
directly to Magic Irrigators, Inc. because 
they are the adjoining landowners, 
historical users of the land and there is 
no legal access. Should Magic Irrigators, 
Inc. fail to submit a bid to reach our 
office by 4:30 p.m. on September 14, 
1987, the parcel will be offered by 
competitive procedures as outlined 
above for sale parcel I-22469. 

Bids must be submitted for at least 
fair market value and will constitute an 
application to purchase that portion of 
the mineral estate of no known value for 
each parcel. A thirty percent (30%) 
deposit must accompany each bid, and 
an additional $50 non-returnable 
mineral conveyance processing fee is 
required. The filing fee and deposit must 
be paid by certified check, money order, 
bank draft or cashier's check. Bids will 
be rejected if accompanied by a 
personal check. 

Federal law requires that bidders 
must be U.S. citizens 18 years of age or 
older, or, in the case of a corporation, 
subject to the laws of any State of the 
U.S. Proof of citizenship shall 
accompany the bid. If two or more valid 
bids of the same amount are received 
for the same parcel, the determination of 
which is to be considered the highest 
bid shall be by supplemental oral 
bidding. The remainder of the full price 
bid shail be paid within 180 days of the 
date of the sale. Failure to pay the full 
price within the 180 days shall 
disqualify the apparent high bidder and 
cause the bid deposit to be forfeited to 
the BLM. 

Objections to this Notice of Realty 
Action will be reviewed by the State 
Director who may sustain, vacate, or 
modify this realty action. In the absence 
of any objections, this realty action will 
vecome the fina] determination of the 
Department of the Interior. 


Dated: June 25, 1987. 
David C. Vail, 
Acting District Manager. 
[FR Doc. 87-15424 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-GG- 


Bureau of Land Management 
{AK-967-4213-15; AA-14015] 


Alaska Native Claims Selection; Alaska 


In accordance with Departmental 
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d}, notice is 
hereby given that a decision to issue 
conveyance under the provisions of sec. 
14(h}(8) of the Alaska Native Ciaims 
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971, 43 
U.S.C. 1601, 1613(h)}(8), will be issued to 
Sealaska Corporation for approximately 
12,663 acres. The lands involved are in 
the vicinity of Hoonah, Alaska. 


U.S. Survey No. 2439, lots 1 and 2. 


Copper River Meridian, Alaska, 
T. 44 S., R. 61 E., unsurveyed. 


A notice of the decision will be 
published once a week, for four (4) 
consecutive weeks, in the Juneau 
Empire. Copies of the decision may be 
obtained by contacting the Bureau of 
Land Management, Alaska State Office, 
701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage, Alaska 
99513 ((907) 271-5960). 

Any party claiming a property interest 
which is adversely affected by the 
decision, an agency of the Federal 
government or regional corporation, 
shall have until August 14, 1987 to file an 
appeal. However, parties receiving 
service by certified mail shall have 30 
days from the date of receipt to file an 
appeal. Appeals must be filed in the 
Bureau of Land Mangement, Division of 
Conveyance Management (960}, address 
identified above, where the 
requirements for filing an appeal may be 
obtained. Parties who do not file an 
appeal in accordance with the 
requirements of 43 CFR Part 4, Subpart 
E, shall be deemed to have waived their 
rights. 

Terry R. Hassett, 

Chief, Branch of KCS Adjudication. 

July 2, 1987. 

[FR. Doc. 87-15976 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-¥ 


[OR 120-63 10-02; GP7-222] 
Coos Bay District Advisory Council 
Meeting 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Meeting of Coos Bay District 
Advisory Council. 
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summary: Notice is hereby given in 
accordance with Pub. L. 94-579 and 43 
CFR Part 1780 that a meeting of the Coos 
Bay District Advisory Council will be 
held on Wednesday, August 12, 1987, 
beginning at 8:00 a.m. The meeting will 
be held on a field trip to various 
locations in the Coos Bay District. The 
trip will depart from the Coos Bay 
District Office, 333 South Fourth Street, 
Coos Bay, Ore. 
AGENDA: The agenda for the meeting 
will include: 

1. Discussion of the District's tree 
improvement program. 

2. Possible discussion of the District's 
burning program. 

3. Arrangements for the next meeting. 

The tour is open to the public and 
news media, but no transportation or 
meals will be provided. Interested 
persons may make oral statements to 
the council from 8:00 a.m. to 8:15 a.m. on 
Wednesday, July 29, or file written 
statements for the council’s 
consideration. Anyone wishing to make 
an oral statement must notify the 
District Manager by close of business on 
Monday, August 3, 1987 (Telephone 503— 
269-5880). 
ADDRESS: Bureau of Land Management, 
Coos Bay District Office, 33 South 
Fourth Street, Coos Bay, OR 97420.. 

Minutes of the meeting will be 
maintained at the District Office and 
made available during regular business 
hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.) for public 
inspection or reproduction at the cost of 
duplication. 

Date: July 1, 1987. 
David W. Taylor, 
Associate District Manager. 
[FR Doc. 87~15977 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-33-M 


(NV-930-07-4332-09] 


Management Framework Pian 
Amendment, Nevada 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
wilderness amendment and associated 
environmental impact statement (EIS) 
which will affect the Clark, Schell, 
Caliente, and Sonoma-Gerlach 
Management Framework Plans (MFPs), 
and an invitation for public participation 
in the identification of issues and review 
of planning criteria. 


SUMMARY: This notice describes the 
action to be analyzed for the 
amendment, the geographic areas 
affected, the preliminary issues and 
planning criteria, background 
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information, the disciplines to be 
represented in preparation of the plan, 
the kind and extent of public 
participation activities and the Bureau 
of Land Management (BLM) offices to 
contact for further information. 
DATES: Scoping for the Nevada 
Contiguous Lands Wilderness EIS and 
Plan Amendment will begin with 
publication of this notice and continue 
until August 31, 1987. Three scoping 
open house sessions will be held at the 
following locations: 
Reno, Nevada—Holiday Inn, 1000 E. 
Sixth St., August 4, 1987, 5:00 to 7:30 


p.m. 

Las Vegas, Nevada—BLM District 
Office, 4765 W. Vegas Dr., August 5, 
1987, 5:00 to 7:30 p.m. 

Ely, Nevada—Bristlecone Convention 
Center, August 6, 1987, 5:00 to 7:30 
p.m. 

ADDRESS: Ai1 written comments should 
be directed to the State Director, 
Nevada State Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 12000, Reno, 
Nevada 89520. Questions regarding 
specific Wilderness Study Areas 
(WSAs) should be directed to the BLM 
District Manager with Jurisdiction. For 


Canyon (formerly Granite Spgs.) (NV040-086) 


Fish & Wildlife No. 2 (NV050-216)... 
Fish & Wildlife No. 3 (NVO50-217)... 


Quail Springs (NV050-411. 
E! Dorado (NV050-423 


Evergreen (ABC) (NV050-01R-16) 
Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Natural Area (ISA) 


The Geographic Area Covered by the 
Management Framework Plan 
Amendment 


The 13 WSAs and one ISA encompass 
201,058 acres locate within Clark, 
Lincoln, White Pine, and Humboldt 
Counties in Nevada. 


General Types of Issues Anticipated and 
Preliminary Planning Criteria 


The Nevada Contiguous Lands 
Wilderness Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) will consider issues 
identified during scoping to determine 
which of the thirteen reinstated WSAs, 
and ISA, or portions of these areas, if 
any, are suitable for designation as 
wilderness. Anticipated preliminary 
issues include impacts of wilderness 
designation or non-designation on: (1) 
Mineral Resources—development or 


the Ely District, contact the Ely District 
Manager, Star Route 5, Box 1, Ely, 
Nevada 89301. For the Las Vegas 
District, contact the Las Vegas District 
Manager, 4765 W. Vegas Drive, P.O. Box 
26569, Las Vegas, NV 89126. In the 
Winnemucca District, contact the 
Winnemucca District Manager, 705 E. 
4th St., Winnemucca, NV 89445. 


FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Linda 
Hansen, Wilderness EIS Coordinator, 
Nevada State Office, 850 Harvard Way, 
P.O. Box 12000, Reno, Nevada 89520, or 
(702) 784-5748, 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Description of the Proposed Planning 
Action 


This notice advises the public that the 
Nevada Bureau of Land Management 
will be preparing a Wilderness 
Amendment to four planning documents, 
the Schell, Clark, Caliente, and Sonoma- 
Gerlach Management Framework Plans 
(MFPs). The plan amendment will 
address 13 Wilderness Study Areas 
(WSAs) and one Instant Study Area 
(ISA). The 13 WSAs and the ISA are 
listed below: 


loss of opportunity for development, (2) 
Wilderness Values—protection or loss, 
(3) Motorized Recreational Use and 
recreation development, (4) Utility 
Corridors which could affect four of the 
WSAs, (5) Lahontan cutthroat trout—a 
threatened species found in the 
Lahontan Cutthroat Trout ISA, and (6) 
Land ownership patterns. Analysis of 
issues will be conducted in accordance 
with the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA), the regulations of the 
Council on Environmental Quality and 
the BLM's Wilderness Study Policy. 
Planning criteria were developed to 
guide the development of the 
alternatives and the selection of the 
Preferred Alternative. The following is a 
list of alternative development criteria: 
(1) An All Wilderness Alternative will 
be developed which recommends the 
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maximum possible acreage as suitable 
for wilderness designation. This 
alternative will be analyzed for each 
WSA. 

(2) A No Action Alternative will be 
developed that represents the 
continuation of the current management 
situation as described in the appropriate 
land use plan. The No Action 
Alternative will be the same as the No 

Vilderness Alternative for the purpose 
of analysis in this amendment. The 
alternative will be analyzed for each 
WSA. 

(3) A Partial Wilderness 
Alternative(s) will be developed for 
those WSAs where the area 
recommended as suitable for wilderness 
designation might be less than the total 
WSA in order to allow for resource 
conflicts or manageability 
considerations. 

Criteria for the selection of the 
Preferred Alternative include: 

(1) Public input from interested and 
affected publics at all levels will be 
considered. 

(2) The Preferred Alternative will be 
multiple-use oriented, except where a 
single use is in the public interest. 

(3) All present and potential uses of 
the public land analyzed will be 
considered. 

(4) The relative scarcity of resource 
values and the availability of alternative 
resources will be considered. 

(5) The Preferred Alternative will 
recommend those areas as suitable for 
wilderness designation where 
wilderness values outweigh other 
resources values which may be lost or 
reduced. 


Disciplines Represented on the Planning 
Team 


An interdisciplinary team 
representing all resources present in the 
study areas will be assigned to the EIS. 
All documentation will be reviewed by 
an interdisciplinary team. 


Public Participation 


The scoping period is the first 
opportunity during the planning process 
for public input. A public review and 
comment period will be held after 
publication of the Draft EIS/Plan 
Amendment. 


Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Edward F. Spang, 
State Director, Nevada. 
[FR Doc. 87-15980 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-HC-M 
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[CA-010-07-4212-13; CA-20180] 


Realty Action; Exchange of Public and 
Private Lands in the Placer, Stanisiaus 
and Santa Clara Counties, CA; Folsom 
Resource Area, Bakersfield District; 
Correction 


summary: Correction of Notice of Realty 
Action published in Vol. 52, No. 115, 
Page 22856, Tuesday, June 16, 1987. The 
notice is corrected by adding Lot 18 to 
the legal description of the public lands 
proposed for transfer out of Federal 
ownership, and Lot 88 to the legal 
description of parcel A proposed for 
acquisition. The corrected legal 
description is as follows: 


Land Proposed for Transfer 
Mount Diablo Meridian, California, Stanislaus 
and Santa Clara Counties 


T.6S.,R.5E., 
Sec. 7: Lots 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
18, and the E¥%SE%. 


Aggregating 498.05 acres of public land, 
more or less. 


Land Proposed for Acquisition 


Mount Diablo Meridian, California, Placer 
County 
Parcel A 


T. 15 N., R.10E., 

Lot 88 of Mineral Survey 1215, located 
within the SW% of Sec. 15 and the 
E%SE™%SE% of Sec. 16 (12.82 acres, 
more or less). 

Parcel B 


T. 15 N. R. 10 E., 
Sec. 29: Lots 5, 10, 11, and 12 (164.57 acres, 
more or less). 


Aggregating 177.39 acres of private land, 
more or less. 


Dated: July 7, 1987. 
D.K. Swickard, 
Area Manager. 
[FR Doc. 87-16055 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M 


(NM-030-07-4332-09] 


Las Cruces District Advisory Council; 
Meeting 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM), Las Cruces District, New Mexico, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of Meeting. 


SUMMARY: The agenda topics for the 


meeting are: 

1. Right-of-way policy; 

2. Surface protection: 
—Stipulations for reseeding, etc. 
—Hazardous waste 
—Landifills; 

3. Interagency cooperation on cultural 
resource education and law 
enforcement; 


4. Wilderness update; 

5. BLM Law Enforcement Ranger— 
Duties and responsibilities. 
DATE: The meeting will be held August 
3, 1987, beginning at 10:00 a.m. Public 
comments will be heard by the council 
at 1:15 p.m. 
ADDRESS: The meeting will be held in 
the Conference Room of the BLM Las 
Cruces District Office, 1800 Marquess, 
Las Cruces, New Mexico. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
H. James Fox, District Manager, Las 
Cruces District Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, 1800 Marquess Street, Las 
Cruces, New Mexico 88005 or at (505) 
525-8228. 
Robert R. Calkins, 
Acting District Manager. 
June 30, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16053 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-M 


[NM-030-07-4322-14] 


Las Cruces District Grazing Advisory 
Board; Meeting 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM), Las Cruces District, New Mexico, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of Meeting. 


SUMMARY: The agenda topics for the 
meeting are: 

1. New grazing regulations; 

2. BLM responsibilities for cultural 
resource protection; 

3. Brush control; 

4. Road policy and standards; 

5. 8100 project status update—FY 86, 
FY 87 and FY 88; 

6. BLM Law Enforcement Ranger— 
Duties and responsibilities. 
DATE: The meeting will be held August 
11, 1987, beginning at 10:00 a.m. It is 
anticipated that the meeting will adjourn 
by 3:30 p.m., but may run until 4:30 p.m., 
depending on the amount of discussion 
generated. Public comments will be 
heard by the board at 1:15 p.m. 
ADDRESS: The meeting will be held in 
the Conference Room of the BLM Las 
Cruces District Office, 1800 Marquess, 
Las Cruces, New Mexico. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
H. James Fox, District Manager, Las 
Cruces District Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, 1800 Marquess Street, Las 
Cruces, New Mexico 88005 or at (505) 
525-8228. 
Robert R. Calkins, 
Acting District Manager. 
June 30, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16054 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-M 
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Fish and Wildlife Service 
[PRT-719803 et al.] 


Endangered and Threatened Species; 
Receipt of Applications for Permits; 
William L. Searle et al. 


The following applicants have applied 
for permits to conduct certain activities 
with endangered species. This notice is 
provided pursuant to section 10(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531, et seg.): 
PRT-719803 


Applicant: William L. Searle, Lake Forest, IL 


The applicant requests a permit to 
import a trophy from a bontebok 
(Damaliscus dorcas dorcas) which was 
a member of a captive herd maintained 
by M.J. D’Alton, Bredasdorp, Republic of 
South Africa. The herd is maintained for 
the purpose of sport hunting. The 
applicant contends that permission to 
import this trophy will enhance the 
likelihood of the continued maintenance 
of this herd and thereby enchance the 
likelihood of the survival of the species. 


PRT-719813 
Applicant: Honolulu Zoo, Honolulu, HI 96815 


The applicant requests a permit to 
import one captive born female Asian 
elephant (Elephas maximus) from 
Timber Corporation, Rangoon, Burma, 
for the purpose of captive propagation. 


PRT-719814 
Applicant: Gary Johnson, Westminster, CA 


The applicant requests a permit to 
purchase one female Asian elephant 
(Elephas maximus) from the Honolulu 
Zoo, Honolulu, Hawaii, for purposes of 
educational exhibition and captive 
breeding. The elephant was removed 
from the wild in Thailand and imported 
into the U.S. in 1968. Honolulu Zoo 
purchased this elephant from Marty 
Dinnes, New Hall, California, in 1986. 
PRT-719815 


Applicant: International Animal Exchange, 
Ferndale, MI 


The applicant requests a permit to 
purchase and import three pairs of 
captive born Darwin's rheas 
(Pterocnemia pennata) from Mr. Michel 
Durand, La Dehesa Centro de 
Aclimatacion Zoologica, Santiago, Chile, 
and sell the birds to the National 
Zoological Park, Washington, DC., for 
the purpose of captive propagation at 
the zoo. 

PRT-715117 


Applicant: Arnold E. Alward, New 
Brunswick, Canada 


The applicant requests a permit to 
import a trophy from a bontebok 
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(Damaliscus dorcas dorcas) which was 
a member of a captive herd maintained 
by J.H. Cloete, Bedford, Republic of 
South Africa. The herd is maintained for 
the purpose of sport hunting. The 
applicant contends that permission to 
import this trophy will enhance the 
likelihood of the continued maintenance 
of this herd and thereby enhance the 
likelihood of the survival of the species. 
PRT-709317 

Applicant: Andrew D. Kranik, McMurray, PA 


The applicant requests a permit to 
import a trophy from a bontebok 
(Damaliscus dorcas dorcas) which was 
a member of a captive herd maintained 
by B.J. De Klerk, Beford, Republic of 
South Africa. The herd is maintained for 
the purpose of sport hunting. The 
applicant contends that permission to 
import this trophy will enhance the 
likelihood of the survival of the species. 

Documents and other information 
submitted with these applications are 
available to the public during normal 
business hours (7:45 am to 4:15 pm) 
Room 611, 1000 North Glebe Road, 
Arlington, Virginia 22201, or by writing 
to the Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service of the above address. 

Interested persons may comment on 
any of these applications within 30 days 
of the date of this publication by 
submitting written views, arguments, or 
data to the Director at the above 
address. Please refer to the appropriate 
PRT number when submitting 
comments. 

Dated: July 10, 1987. 

R.K. Robinson, 

Chief, Branch of Permits, Federal Wildlife 
Permit Office. 

[FR Doc. 87~16029 Filed 7~14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


Annual Waterfowl Status Meeting and 
Meetings of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Migratory Bird Regulations 
Committee 


AGENCY: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of meetings. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 


Service, Office of Migratory Bird 
Management will conduct an open 
meeting on July 25 to review the status 
of waterfowl populations and the 1987 
fall flight forecast for ducks. The Service 
Regulations Committee will meet August 
3 to develop 1987-88 waterfowl hunting 
regulations recommendations for 
presentation at the August 4 public 
hearing to be held in Washington, DC 
(as announced in the March 13, 1987, 
Federal Register at 52 FR 7900), and will 


meet immediately after the public 
hearing to review the public comments 
presented at the hearing and develop 
proposed 1987-88 waterfowl hunting 
regulations frameworks. 

DATES: Waterfowl Status Meeting, July 
25, 1987; Service Regulations Committee 
Meetings, August 3 and 4, 1987. 
ADDRESSES: The Waterfowl Status 
Meeting will be held at the Sheraton- 
Denver Airport Hotel in Denver, 
Colorado. The Service Regulations 
Committee Meetings will be heid in 
Room 7000 A/B, Department of the 
Interior Building, 18th & C Streets, NW., 
Washington, DC. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rollin D. Sparrowe, Chief, Office of 
Migratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Matomic Building, 
Room 536, Department of the Interior, 
Washington, DC 20240, telephone (202) 
254-3207. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
25 at 8:30 a.m. at the Sheraton-Denver 
Airport Hotel in Denver, Colorado, the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Office of 
Migratory Bird Management will review 
for State and Federal officials and any 
other interested parties or individuals 
results of the various field investigations 
and data analyses that are used 
annually to determine the status of 
waterfowl populations and the fail flight 
forecast for ducks. The information 
presented will have a bearing on 
regulations and the regulatory 
proposals; however, the meeting is not a 
regulations meeting. Public comment 
will be limited to that which 
supplements the status information 
presented. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Migratory Bird Regulations Committee, 
including Flyway Council Consultants to 
the Committee, will meet in Washington, 
DC, on August 3 at 8:30 a.m. and August 
4 at1 p.m. in Room 7000 A/B, 
Department of the Interior Building. The 
meeting in August 3 is to review 
discussions that occurred at the flyway 
council meetings and to discuss and 
develop recommendations for 1987-88 
waterfowl hunting regulations to be 
presented at the public hearing to be 
held in Washington, DC, on August 4 at 
9 a.m. The August 4 meeting of the 
Service Regulations Committee is to 
review the public comments presented 
at the hearing and to determine on the 
basis of those comments whether any 
modifications need to be recommended 
to the Director in regard to the 
regulations recommendations presented 
at the hearing. 

In accordance with Departmental 
policy regarding meetings of the Service 
Regulations Committee that are 
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attended by persons outside the 
Department, the meetings of August 3 
and 4 will be open to public observation. 
Members of the public may submit to 
the Director written comments on the 
matters discussed. 

Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Frank H. Dunkle, 
Director. 
[FR Doc. 87-16014 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


Minerals Management Service 


Federal and Indian Onshore Oil and 
Gas Leases; Procedure for 
Determining Natural Gas Value for 


Royalty Purposes 


AGENCY: Minerals Management Service 
(MMS), Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed modification 
to notice to Lessees-—5, extension of 
public comment period. 


SUMMARY: The Minerals Management 
Service (MMS) hereby gives notice that 
it is extending the public comment 
period on its Notice of Proposed 
Modification to Notice to Lessees-5 
(NTL-5, which establishes the value for 
royalty purposes of gas production from 
onshore Federal and Indian leases) 
which was published in the Federal 
Register on January 15, 1987 (52 FR 
1671). The MMS reopened the comment 
period for 2 weeks on July 1, 1987 (52 FR 
24536), so that it could receive and 
consider additional public comments on 
its proposal to modify NTL-5 
retroactively. In response to further 
requests for additional time, the MMS 
will extend the reopened comment 
period from July 15, 1987, to July 31, 
1987. 
DATE: Comments must be received by 
4:00 p.m. MST July 31, 1987. 
ADDRESS: Written comments should be 
sent to: Minerals Management Service, 
Building 85, Denver Federal Center, P.O. 
Box 25165, Mail Stop 628, Denver, 
Colorado 80225, Attention: Dennis C, 
Whitcomb, 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dennis Whitcomb, Chief, Rules and 
Procedures Branch, telephone (303) 231- 
3432, (FTS) 326-3432. 

Dated: 'uly 10, 1987. 
William D. Bettenberg 
Director, Minerals Management Service. 
[FR Doc. 87-16030 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M 
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Cost Savings or Other Benefits to U.S. 
Consumers Resulting From Temporary 
Duty in the Trade and 
Tariff Act of 1984 


AGENCY: United States International 
Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Institution of investigation and 
notice of public hearing. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Edmund D. Capuccilli (telephone 
202-523-0490) or Ms. Cynthia B. Foreso 
(telephone 202-523-1230). 


Background and Scope of Investigation 


The Commission on July 1, 1987, 
instituted investigation No. 332-247, 
following receipt of a letter on May 21, 
1987, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the U.S. House of 
Representatives requesting that the 
Commission conduct an investigation 
under section 332(g) of the Tariff Act of 
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1332{g)) concerning 
whether temporary duty suspensions 
enacted in Pub. L. 98-573 have resulted 
in decreased costs to U.S. consumers or 
other economic benefits that would not 
have occurred had no duty suspensions 
been enacted. 

As requested by the Committee, the 
Commission will develop in its 
investigation, to the extent practical, 
specific information on the products 
enumerated in Pub. L. 98-573 (Title I, 
Subtitle C) as to their nature and use 
(including whether imported as an 
intermediate or end-use product), the 
importers (number of firms, employment, 
and so forth) (excluding brokers) that 
use the subject products, sources of 
imports, and the relationship of foreign 
suppliers to U.S. importers. The 
Commission will also seek to develop 
information on the quantity and value of 
the imports, including related party 
transactions; changes in wholesale unit 
values; and trends in domestic sales and 
prices of the end-use products 
manufactured from the imported 
intermediates. Further, the Commission 
would seek to estimate the tariff 
revenue lost as a result of the temporary 
duty suspensions, the cost savings 
passed on to intermediate and 
downstream consumers, and other 
economic benefits that the intermediate 
or final consumer may have obtained 
from the temporary duty suspensions. 


Public Hearing 


The Commission will hold a public 
hearing on this investigation at the 


United States International Trade 
Commission Building, 701 E Street NW.., 
Washington, DC., beginning at 9:30 a.m. 
on October 27, 1987. All persons shall 
have the right to appear in person or be 
represented by counsel, to present 
information, and to be heard. Persons 
wishing to appear at the public hearing 
should file requests to appear and 
should file prehearing briefs (original - 
and 14 copies) with the Secretary, U.S. 
International ‘Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20436, not 
later than noon, October 16, 1987. 
Persons with mobility impairments who 
will need special assistance in gaining 
access to the Commission should 
contact the Office of the Secretary at 
(202) 523-0161. 


Written Submissions 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written statements concerning 
the investigation. Written statements 
should be received by the close of 
business on November 10, 1987. 
Commercial or financial information 
which a submitter desires the 
Commission to treat as confidential 
must be submitted on separate sheets of 
paper, each clearly marked 
“Confidential Business Information” at 
the top. All submissions requesting 
confidential treatment must conform 
with the requirements of § 201.6 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (19 CFR 201.6). All written 
submissions, except for confidential 
business information, will be made 
available for inspection by intererested 
persons. All submissions should be 
addressed to the Secretary, United 
States International Trade Commission, 
701 E Street NW., Washington, DC 
20436. 

Hearing-impaired individuals are 
advised that information on this matter 
can be obtained by contacting our TDD 
terminal on (202) 724-0002. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: July 6, 1987. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16057 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M : 


[332-244] 


The Use and Economic Impact of 
TSUS Items 806.30 and 807.00 


AGENCY: United States International 
Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Scheduling of hearing and 
extension of comment period. 


SUMMARY: Following receipt of a request 
from the Subcommittee on Trade, 


Committee on Ways and Means, U.S. 
House of Representatives, the 
Commission has scheduled a hearing on 
this investigation on August 25, 1987. 
The Subcommittee extended the due 
date for the Commission's report by two 
months to December 4, 1987, enabling 
the Commission to extend the deadline 
for written submissions to September 10, 
1987. Notice of institution of this 
investigation appeared in the Federal 
Register of March 11, 1987 (52 FR 7494). 


EFFECTIVE DATE: July 9, 1987. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Ralph Watkins, General 
Manufactures Division, Office of 
Industries, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, Washington, DC 20436 
(telephone 202-724-0976). 


Public Hearing 


The Commission will hold a public 
hearing on this investigation in the 
United States International Trade 
Commission Building, 701 E Street, NW., 
Washington, DC, beginning at 9:30 a.m. 
on August 25, 1987. All persons shall 
have the right to appear in person or be 
represented by counsel, to present 
information and to be heard. Persons 
wishing to appear at the public hearing 
should file requests to appear and 
should file prehearing briefs (original 
and 14 copies) with the Secretary, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20436, not 
later than noon, August 3, 1987. 


Written Submissions 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written statements concerning 
the investigation. Such submissions 
should be received by the close of 
business on September 10, 1987. 
Commercial or financial information 
which a submitter desires the 
Commission to treat as confidential 
must be submitted on separate sheets of 
paper, each clearly marked 
“Confidential Business Information” at 
the top. All submissions requesting 
confidential treatment must conform 
with the requirements of § 201.6 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (19 CFR 201.6). All written 
submissions, except for confidential 
business information, will be made 
available for inspection by interested 
persons. All submissions should be 
addressed to the Secretary, United 
States International Trade Commission, 
701 E Street NW., Washington, DC 
20436. 

Hearing-impaired individuals are 
advised that information on this matter 
can be obtained by contacting our TDD 
terminal on (202) 724-0002. Persons with 
mobility impairments who will need 
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special assistance in gaining access to 
the Commission should contact the 
Office of the Secretary at (202) 523-0161. 
By order of the Commission. 
Issued: July 9, 1987. 
Kenneth R. Mason. 
Secretary. ; ; 
[FR Doc. 87-16056 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M 


[Investigation No. 337-TA-268] 


Investigation; Certain High Intensity 
Retrorefiective Sheeting 


AGENCY: U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION: Institution of investigation 
pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 1337. 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that a 


complaint was filed with the U.S. 
International Trade Commission on June 
2, 1987, under section 337 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337), on behalf of 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing 
Company, 3M Center, St. Paul, 
Minnesota 55133. The complaint was 
amended on June 15, 17, 18 and 22, 1987. 
The complaint, as amended, alleges 
unfair methods of competition and 
unfair acts in the importation into the 
United States of certain high intensity 
retroreflective sheeting, and in their 
sale, by reason of alleged infringement 
of at least claims 1, 3-5, and 7 of U.S. 
Letters Patent 4,025,159. The complaint 
further alleges that the effect or 
tendency of the unfair methods of 
competition and unfair acts is to destroy 
or substantially injure an industry, 
efficiently and economically operated, 
in the United States. 


The complainant requests that the 
commission institute an investigation 
and, after a full investigation, issue a 
permanent exclusion order and 
permanent cease and desist orders. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ethel Lenardson Morgan, Esq., Office of 
Unfair Import Investigations, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 
telephone 202-523-0113. 

Authority: The authority for institution 
of this investigation is contained in section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 and in §210.12 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (19 CFR 210.12). 


Scope of investigation: Having 
considered the complaint, the U.S. 
International Trade Commission, on July 
1, 1987, ordered that— 

(1) Pursuant to subsection (b) of 
section 337 of the Traiff Act of 1930, an 
investigation be instituted to determine 
whether there is a violation of 


subsection (a) of section 337 in the 

unlawful importation into the United 

States of certain high intensity 

retroreflective sheeting, or in their sale, 

by reason of alleged infringement of 
claims 1, 3-5 and 7 of U.S. Letters Patent 

4,025,159, the effect or tendency of 

which is to destroy or substantially 

injure an industry, efficiently and 
economically operated, in the United 

States; 

(2) For the purpose of the investigation 
so instituted, the following are hereby 
named as parties upon which this notice 
of investigation shall be served: 

(a) The complainant is— 

Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing 
Company, 3M Center, St. Paul, 
Minnesota 55133 
(b) The respondents are the following 

companies, alleged to be in violation of 

section 337, and are the parties upon 
which the complaint is to be served: 

Seibu Polymer Chemical Co., Ltd., No. 5- 
26, Kami-Ikebukro, 2-Chome, 
Toshima-ku, Tokyo-170, Japan 

Seibulite International, Inc., 3136 East 
Victoria Street, Rancho Dominquez, 
California 90221 
(c) Ethel Lenardson Morgan, Esq., 

Office of Unfair Import Investigations, 

U.S. International Trade Commission, 

701 E Street NW., Room 122, 

Washington, DC 20436, shall be the 

Commission investigative attorney, 

party to this investigation; and 

(3) For the investigation so instituted, 
Janet D. Saxon, Chief Administrative 
Law Judge, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, shall designate the 
presiding administrative law judge. 

Responses must be submitted by the 
named respondents in accordance with 
§210.21 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (19 CFR 210.21). 
Pursuant to §§ 210.16(d) and 210.21(a) of 
the rules (19 CFR 210.16(d) and 
210.21(a)), such responses will be 
considered by the Commission if 
received not later than 20 days after the 
date of service of the complaint. 
Extensions of time for submitting a 
response will not be granted unless good 
cause therefor is shown. 

Failure of a respondent to file a timely 
response to each allegation in the 
complaint and in this notice may be 
deemed to constitute a waiver of the 
right to appear and contest the 
allegations of the complaint and this 
notice, and to authorize the 
administrative law judge and the 
Commission, without further notice to 
the respondent, to find the facts to be as 
alleged in the complaint and this notice 
and to enter both an initial 
determination and a final determination 
containing such findings. 
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The complaint is available for 
inspection during official business hours 
(8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of 
the Secretary, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, 701 E Street NW., Room 
156, Washington, DC 20436, telephone 
202-523-0471. Hearing-impaired 
individuals are advised that information 
on this matter can be obtained by 
contacting the Commission’s TDD 
terminal on 202-724-0002. 

Issued: July 6, 1987. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16058 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M 


[Investigation No. 337-TA-242] 


Commission Determination 
Terminating Two Respondents on the 
Basis of a Settlement and License 
Agreement; Certain Dynamic Random 
Access Memories, Components 
Thereof, and Products Containing 
Same 


AGENCY: U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 


ACTION: Termination of two 
respondents, Hitachi, Ltd. and Hitachi 
America, Ltd., on the basis of a 
settlement and license agreement. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. International Trade 
Commission has determined to grant a 
motion to terminate respondents 
Hitachi, Ltd. and Hitachi America, Ltd. 
(the Hitachi respondents) in the above- 
captioned investigation on the basis of a 
settlement and license agreement. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Judith M. Czako, Esq., Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523- 
0359. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June 
1, 1987, complainant Texas Instruments 
(TI) and the Hitachi respondents filed a 
joint motion to terminate this 
investigation as to those repsondents on 
the basis of a license and settlement 
agreement. The Commission 
investigative attorney filed a response in 
support of the motion. 

On May 21, 1987, the presiding 
administrative law judge issued her final 
initial determination (ID) in the 
investigation. Because the final ID had 
already issued, the motion did not go 
before the AL] for an initial 
determiation, but is directly before the 
Commission. No comments on the 
motion have been received from 
Government agencies or the public. 
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The authority for the Commission's 
action is found in section 337 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) and 
section 210.24(b) of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 
210.24(b)). 

Copies of the motion and all other 
nonconfidential documents filed in 
connection withi this investigation are 
available for inspection during official 
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in 
the Office of the Secretary, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20436, 
telephone 202-523-0161. Hearing 
impaired individuals are advised that 
information on this matter can be 
obtained by contacting the 
Commission's TDD terminal on 202-724- 
0002. 


Issued: July 7, 1987. 

By order of the Commission. 
Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 16059 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-™ 


[Investigation No. 337-TA-251] 


Termination of Investigation on the 
Basis of No Violation of Section 337 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930; Certain 


Electronic Chromatogram Analyzers 


AGENCY: U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION: Determination of no violation of 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 19 
U.S.C. 1337, in the above-captioned 
investigation. 


SUMMARY: The Commission has 
determined to affirm, with 
modifications, the initial determination 
(ID) of the presiding administrative law 
judge (ALJ) in the above-captioned 
investigation. The investigation is 
therefore terminated on the basis that 
there is no violation of section 337. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jean H. Jackson, Esq., Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523- 
1693. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June 
4, 1986, Bioscan Inc. filed a complaint 
under section 337. On July 9, 1986, the 
Commission instituted this investigation 
to determine whether there is a violation 
of section 337 in the unlawful 
importation and sale of certain 
electronic chromatogram analyzers in 
the United States by reason of alleged 
infringement of claims 5, 8, and/or 9 of 
U.S. Letters Patent 4,019,057, the effect 
or tendency of which is to destroy or 
substantially injure an industry, 
efficiently and economically operated, 


in the United States. The Commission 
named as respondents Isomess, 
Isotopenmessgerate GmbH of the 
Federal Republic of Germany; Aloka 
Company of Japan; IN/US Service 
Corporation of Fairfield, New Jersey; 
and Radiomatic Instruments & Chemical 
Co., Inc. of Tampa, Florida. 

On April 9, 1987, the ALJ issued an ID 
finding no violation of section 337. On 
June 2, 1987, the Commission determined 
to review the issues of patent validity 
(obviousness), patent infringement, and 
domestic industry. (52 FR 22009). The 
parties submitted briefs on remedy, the 
public interest, and bonding. No other 
submissions were received. 

The authority for the Commission's 
disposition of this matter is contained in 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1337) and in section 210.56 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (19 CFR 210.56). 

Copies of the Commission's Action 
and Order, the nonconfidential version 
of the ID, and all other nonconfidential 
documents filed in connection with this 
investigation are available for 
inspection during official business hours 
(8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of 
the Secretary, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, 701 E Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20436, telephone 202- 
523-0161.. Hearing-impaired individuals 
are advised that information on this 
matter can be obtained by contacting 
the Commission TDD terminal on 202- 
724-0002. 


Issued: July 9, 1987. 
By order of the Commission. 
Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-16060 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M 


{Investigation No. 337-TA-255] 


Commission Decision Not To Review 
Initial Determination Terminating 
Respondent on the Basis of a Consent 
Order; issuance of Consent Order; 
Certain Garment Hangers 


AGENCY: U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 


ACTION: Nonreview of an initial 
determination (ID) terminating the | 
above-captioned investigation as to one 
respondent on the basis of a consent 
order. 


SUMMARY: The Commission has 
determined not to review an ID (Order 
No. 45) terminating Kaung Kai Industrial 
Co., Ltd (Kaung Kai) as a respondent in 
the investigation on the basis of a 
consent order. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles H. Nalls, Esq., Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523- 
1626. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
action is taken under the authority of 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1337} and 19 CFR 210.53(h). On 
February 4, 1987, Complaint Batts, Inc., 
respondent Kaung Kai, and the 
Commission investigative attorney 
jointly moved to terminate the 
investigation on the basis of a consent 
order (Motion No. 255-10). On February 
13, 1987, the presiding administrative 
law judge (ALJ) issued an ID granting 
the joint motion to terminate the 
investigation with respect to respondent 
Kaung Kai on the basis of the consent 
order. The Commission has received no 
petitions for review of the ID nor any 
comments from other Government 
agencies or the public. 

Termination of the investigation as to 
respondent Kaung Kai on the basis of 
the consent order furthers the public 
interest by conserving Commission 
resources and those of the parties 
involved. 

Copies of the nonconfidential version 
of the ALJ's ID and all other 
nonconfidential documents filed in 
connection with this investigation are 
available for inspection during official 
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in 
the Office of the Secretary, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20436, 
telephone 202-523-0161. Hearing- 
impaired persons are advised that 
information on this matter can be 
obtained by contacting the 
Commission’s TDD terminal on 202-724- 
0002. 

Issued: July 2, 1987. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16061 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M 


[investigation No. 337-TA-262] 


Commission Determination Not To 
Review Initial Determination Joining 
Respondents; Certain Hard Sided 
Molded Luggage Cases 


AGENCY: U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION: Nonreview of an initial 
determination (ID) joining two 
respondents to the investigation. 


summary: Notice is hereby given that 
the Commission has determined not to 
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review the administrative law judge's 
(ALJ's) ID joining La Societe Delsey and 
U.S.A. Delsey Luggage, Inc., as 
respondents in the above-captioned 
investigation. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John Kingery, Esq., Office of the General 
Counsel, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, telephone 202-523-1638. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
action is taken under the authority of 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1337), and Commission rule 
210.22(a) (19 CFR 210.22(a)). 

On May 18, 1987, the Commission 
investigative attorney (IA) moved to 
amend the complaint and the notice of 
investigation by joining as respondents 
La Societe Delsey and U.S.A. Delsey 
Luggage, Inc. On June 1, 1987, the ALJ 
issued Order No. 34, denying without 
prejudice the IA’s motion. On June 4, 
1987, the IA moved for reconsideration 
of Order No. 34 or, in the alternative, for 
certification of Order No. 34 to the 
Commission. On June 12, 1987, the ALJ 
issued an ID amending the complaint 
and notice of investigation to add the 
Delsey respondents. Petitions for review 
of the ID were received from the Delsey 
respondents and complainant Samsonite 
Corporation. The IA filed a response in 
opposition to the petitions for review. 

Copies of the ALJ's ID and all other 
nonconfidential documents filed in 
connection with this investigation are 
available for inspection during official 
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in 
the Office of the Secretary, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20436, 
telephone 202-523-0161. 

Hearing-impaired individuals are 
advised that information on this matter 
can be obtained by contacting the 
Commission's TDD terminal on 202-724— 
0002. 

Issued: July 10, 1987. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16062 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Lodging of Consent Decree Pursuant 
to Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 and Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act 


In accordance with Departmental 
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby 
given that on July 2, 1987, a proposed 
consent decree in United States of 
America v. The B. F. Goodrich 


Company, Inc., et al., Civil Action No. 
N-87-286, and Amendment No. 1 to the 
Consent Decree were lodged with the 
United States District Court for the 
District of Connecticut. The complaint 
filed by the United States sought 
recovery of response costs and 
injunctive relief under the 
Comprehensive Environmnental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act and the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act against the B.F. Goodrich 
Company and thirty-one other 
companies that generated hazardous 
wastes found at the Beacon Heights 
Landfill in Beacon Falls, Connecticut. 

The consent decree provides that the 
thirty-two defendants will perform work 
to remedy contamination at the site, and 
will reimburse the United States for a 
portion of its costs of overseeing the 
remedial action. The amendment to the 
consent decree modifies the covenant 
not to sue in light of the 1986 Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
for a period of thirty (30) days from the 
date of this publication comments 
relating to the proposed consent decree 
and amendment. Comments should be 
addressed to the Assistant Attorney 
General, Land and Natural Resources 
Division, Department of Justice, 
Washington, DC 20530, and should refer 
to United States v. The B. F. Goodrich 
Company, D.J. Ref. 90-11-3-132. 

The proposed consent decree and 
amendment may be examined at the 
office of the United States Attorney, 141 
Church Street, New Haven, Connecticut 
06508 and at the Region I office of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, 2203 
JFK Federal Building, Boston, MA 00203. 
Copies of the consent decree and the 
amendment may be examined at the 
Environmental Enforcement Section, 
Land and Natural Resources Division, 
Department of Justice, Room 1517, Ninth 
Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20530. Copies of the 
proposed consent decree and 
amendment may be obtained in person 
or by mail from the Environmental 
Enforcement Section, Land and Natural 
Resources Division of the Department of 
Justice. 

In requesting a copy, please enclose a 
check in the amount of $74.50 (10 cents 
per page reproduction cost) payable to 
the Treasurer of the United States. 

F. Henry Habicht Il, 

Assistant Attorney General, Land & Natural 
Resources Division. 

{FR Doc. 87-15978 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 
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Lodging of Consent Order Pursuant to 
Clean Air Act 


In accordance with Departmental 
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby 
given that the proposed Consent Decree 
in United States v. PPG Industries, Inc., 
Civil Action No. CV84-0331, was lodged 
with the United States District Court for 
the Western District of Louisiana, Lake 
Charles Division. The proposed Consent 
Decree concerns the control and 
prevention of releases of vinyl chloride 
to the atmosphere from the PPG 
Industries, Inc. ehtylene dichloride/viny] 
chloride plant in Lake Charles, 
Louisiana, in compliance with 40 CFR 
61.60 et seq. 


The decree provides that PPG shall 
pay a penalty of $225,000.00 to settle the 
United States’ claims of 26 releases of 
viny] chloride to the atmosphere in 
violation of 40 CFR 61.65(a).& 61.63(a). 
The decree further provides that PPG 
shall take corrective action at its Lake 
Charles plant to ensure against future 
releases of vinyl chloride. The corrective 
action includes addition and 
modernization of equipment and 
training courses for vinyl chloride 
operations personnel. The scheduled 
completion date for all corrective action 
is six months from the date the decree 
has been lodged. 


The Department of Justice will receive 
for a period of thirty (30) days from the 
date of this publication comments 
relating to the proposed Consent Decree. 
Comments should be addressed to the 
Assistant Attorney General of the Land 
and Natural Resources Division, 
Department of Justice, Washington, DC 
20530, and should refer to United States 
v. PPG Industries, Inc., D.J. reference 
# 90-5-2-1-912. 


The proposed Consent Decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney, Room 3B12, Federal 
Building, Shreveport, Louisiana 71101, at 
the Region VI office of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, 1445 
Ross Avenue, Dallas, Texas 75202, and 
at the Environmental Enforcement 
Section, Land and Natural Resources 
Division of the Department of Justice, 
Room 1716, 9th Street and Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20530. A 
copy of the proposed Consent Decree 
may be obtained in person or by mail 
from the Environmental Enforcement 
Section, Land and Natural Resources 
Division of the Department of Justice. In 
requesting a copy, please enclose a 





check in the araount of $2.00, payable to 
the Treasurer of the United States. 


F. Henry Habicht II, 


Assistant Attorney General, Land & Natural 
Resources Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-15979 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-m 


Antitrust Division 


Cooperative Research Act of 1984; 
Corning Glass Works and Nippon 
Telegraph and Telephone 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 6(a) of the National 
Cooperative Research Act of 1984, 15 
U.S.C. 4301, et seg. (“the Act”), Corning 
Glass Works has filed a written 
notification simultaneously with the 
Attorney General and the Federal Trade 
Commission on May 5, 1987 disclosing 
(1) the identities of the parties to a joint 
research venture and (2) the nature and 
objectives of the venture. The 
notification was filed for the purpose of 
invoking the Act’s provisions limiting 
the recovery of antitrust plaintiffs to 
actual damages under specified 
circumstances. Pursuant to section 6{b) 
of the Act, the identities of the parties to 
the Joint Research Agreement and its 
general areas of planned activities are 
given below. 


The parties to the Joint Research 
Agreement are as follows: 


Corning Glass Works, Corning, New 
York 14831; and 


Nippon Telegraph and Telephone, a 
Japanese Corporation. 


The field and objective of the Joint 
Research Agreement are as follows: 


The field of the Agreement is basic 
research relating to fluoride glasses 
formed by bulk melting for use in optical 
waveguide fibers, inchiding the 
characteristics of such glasses, e.g., the 
stability against recrystallization and 
the chemical and mechanical durability 
of such glasses. 


The objective of the Agreement is that 
the parties shall conduct joint basic 
research in the field. Research tasks to 
be undertaken shail be determined by 
the parties in the course of work under 
the Agreement. 


Joseph H. Widmar, 
Director of Operations, Antitrust Division. 


[FR Doc. 87-16064 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 


Media Arts Advisory Panel; Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10{a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Media Arts 
Advisory Panel (National Services 
Section) to the National Council on the 
Arts will be held on August 4-5, 1987, 
from 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. in room 716 of 
the Nancy Hanks Center, 1100 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20506. 

This meeting is for the purpose of 
Panel review, discussion, evaluation, 
and recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended, 
including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the Agency by 
grant applicants. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13, 1980, these sessions will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsections (c)(4), (6) and (9)(B) of 
section 552b of Title 5, United States 
Code. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Ms. 
Yvonne M. Sabine, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
DC 20506, or call (202) 682-5433. 

Yvonne M. Sabine, 

Acting Director, Council and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts. 
July 10, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16075 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M 


National Council on the Arts; Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the National 
Council on the Arts will be held on July 
31-August 1, 1987, from 9:00 a.m.-5:30 
p.m. and on August 2, 1987 from 9:00 
a.m.—12:15 p.m. in room M-09 of the 
Nancy Hanks Center, 1100 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20506. 

A portion of this meeting will be open 
to the public on July 31, 1987 from 9:00 
a.m.—4:00 p.m. and on August 1, 1987 
from 9:00 a.m.-12:15 p.m. The topics for 
discussion will include Program Review 
and Guidelines for the Theater, 
Museums and Expansion Arts Programs; 
guidelines for Music Fellowships and 
Challenge II; Program Review for Arts in 
Education; and Panel Study Report and 
Arts Education Report. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


Federal Register / Vol. 52; No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


The remaining sessions of this 
meeting on July 31, 1987, from 4:00 p.m.— 
5:30 p.m., August 1, 1987 from 1:30 p.m.- 
5:30 p.m. and August 2, 1987 from 9:00 
a.m.-12:15 p.m. are for the purpose of 
Council review, discussion, evaluation 
and recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended, 
including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the agency by 
grant applications, and for discussion 
and development of confidential 
budgetary projections and related plans 
to be submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget and the 
Congress. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13, 1980, these sessions will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsection (c)(4), (6) and (9)(B) of 
section 552b of Title 5, United States 
Code. 

If you need special accommodations 
due to a disability, please contact the 
Office for Special Constituencies, 
National Endowment for the Arts, 1100 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, 
DC 20506, 202/682-5532, TTY 202/682- 
5496 at least seven (7) days prior to the 
meeting. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Ms. 
Yvonne M. Sabine, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
DC 20506, or call 202/682-5433. 
¥vonne M. Sabine, 

Acting Director, Cauncil and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts. 
July 9, 1987. 

[FR Doc. 87-16074 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


Bi-weekly Notice Applications and 
Amendments to Operating Licenses 
Involving No Significant Hazards 
Considerations 


I. Background 


Pursuant to Public Law (P.L.) 97-415, 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) is publishing this regular 
bi-weekly notice. P.L. 97-415 revised 
section 189 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (the Act), to require 
the Commission to publish notice of any 
amendments issued, or proposed to be 
issued, under a new provision of section 
189 of the Act. This provision grants the 
Commission the authority to issue and 
make immediately effective any 
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amendment to an operating license upon 
a determination by the Commission that 
such amendment involves no significant 
hazards consideration, notwithstanding 
the pendency before the Commission of 
a request for a hearing from any person. 

This bi-weekly notice includes all 
notices of amendments issued, or 
proposed to be issued from June 22, 1987 
through July 2, 1987. The last bi-weekly 
notice was published on July 1, 1987 (52 
FR 24542). 


NOTICE OF CONSIDERATION OF 
ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO 
FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE AND 
PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT 
HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
DETERMINATION AND 
OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING 


The Commission has made a proposed 
determination that the following 
amendment requests involve no 
significant hazards consideration. Under 
the Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR 
50.92, this means that operation of the 
facility in accordance with the proposed 
amendments would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The basis for this 
proposed determination for each 
amendment request is shown below. 

The Commission is seeking public 
comments on this proposed 
determination. Any comments received 
within 30 days after the date of 
publication of this notice will be 
considered in making any final 
determination. The Commission will not 
normally make a final determination 
unless it receives a request for a 
hearing. 

Written comments may be submitted 
by mail to the Rules and Procedures 
Branch, Division of Rules and Records, 
Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, and should cite the 
publication date and page number of 
this Federal Register notice. Written 
comments may also be delivered to 
Room 4000, Maryland National Bank 
Building, 7735 Old Georgetown Road, 
Bethesda, Maryland from 8:15 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. Copies of written comments 
received may be examined at the NRC 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, DC. The filing of 
requests for hearing and petitions for 
leave to intervene is discussed below. 

By August 14, 1987, the licensee may 
file a request for a hearing with respect 
to issuance of the amendment to the 
subject facility operating license and 


any person whose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave to intervene. Requests for a 
hearing and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the Commission's “Rules of 
Practice for Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings” in 10 CFR Part 2. If a 
request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene is filed by the above 
date, the Commission or an Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board, designated 
by the Commission or by the Chairman 
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel, will rule on the request 
and/or petition and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a 
petition for leave to intervene sha!! set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) the nature of the 
petitioner's right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner's interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter, and the bases for 
each contention set forth with 
reasonable specificity. Contentions shall 
be limited to matters within the scope of 
the amendment under consideration. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
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limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

If a hearing is requested, the 
Commission will make a final 
determination on the issue of no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will serve to decide 
when the hearing is held. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration, the 
Commission may issue the amendment 
and make it immediately effective, 
notwithstanding the request for a 
hearing. Any hearing held would take 
place after issuance of the amendment. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment involves a significant 
hazards consideration, any hearing held 
would take place before the issuance of 
any amendment. 

Normally, the Commission will not 
issue the amendment until the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period. 
However, should circumstances change 
during the notice period such that failure 
to act in a timely way would result, for 
example, in derating or shutdown of the 
facility, the Commission may issue the 
license amendment before the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period, 
provided that its final determination is 
that the amendment involves no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will consider all 
public and State comments received 
before action is taken. Should the 
Commission take this action, it will 
publish a notice of issuance and provide 
for opportunity for a hearing after 
issuance. The Commission expects that 
the need to take this action will occur 
very infrequently. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Service Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW.., 
Washington, DC, by the above date. 
Where petitions are filed during the last 
ten (10) days of the notice period, it is 
requested that the petitioner promptly so 
inform the Commission by a toll-free 
telephone call to Western Union at (800) 
325-6000 (in Missouri (800) 342-6700). 
The Western Union operator should be 
given Datagram Identification Number 
3737 and the following message 
addressed to (Project Director): 
petitioner's name and telephone 
number; date petition was mailed; plant 





name; and publication date and page 
number of this Federal Register notice. 
A copy of the petition should also be 
sent to the Office of the General 
Counsel-Bethesda, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, and to the attorney for the 
licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or the 
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board, that the petition and/or request 
should be granted based upon a 
balancing of factors specified in 10 CFR 
2.714(a)(1)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d). 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment which is available for public 
inspection at the Commission's Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C., and at the local 
public document room for the particular 
facility involved. 


Alabama Power Company, Docket Nos. 
50-348 and 50-364, Joseph M. Farley 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Houston 
County, Alabama 


Date of amendments request: August 
25, 1986, superseded June 2, 1987 

Description of amendments request: 
The proposed amendment was first 
noticed and described in 51 FR 36082 
dated October 7, 1986. The description is 
briefly restated as follows: changes 
would revise Figure 2.1-1 to increase the 
steam generator tube plugging from 5% 
to 10% and would revise the Fg 
coefficient of Technical Specification 
3.2.2 and Bases 3/4.2.1 to be 2.32 for 
greater than 50% rated thermal power 
and 4.64 for less than or equal to 50% 
rated thermal power. The Technical 
Specification changes are the same as 
the changes noticed previously. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
During the NRC staff review of the 
August 25, 1986, submittal the licensee 
was notified that Generic Letter 86-16 
dated October 22, 1986, relating to BART 
code errors must be considered prior to 
further action on the licensee request. 
As a result Westinghouse performed the 
large break LOCA analysis for the 
licensee. The new analysis used the 
Westinghouse 1981 ECCS Large Break 
Evaluation Model (WCAP-9220-P-A and 
WCAP-9221) with BASH (WCAP-10266, 
Revision 2). Further enhancements to 
the BASH code and methodology are 
shown in Addendum 2 to WCAP-10266, 
Revision 2 and are used in the licensee's 
submittal as the basis for the changes. 


The licensee provided the following 
analysis of the significant hazards 
considerations per the requirements of 
10 CFR 50.92: 

(1)The proposed changes will not increase 
the probability or consequences of any 
accident previously evaluated because the 
revised ECCS analysis provided... was 
performed to support these changes, has 
demonstrated that the acceptance criteria for 
10 CFR 50.46 have been met. The proposed 
changes have also been demonstrated to 
have no impact on the conclusions of the 
smal] break LOCA analysis and all the non- 
LOCA transients or Reactor Coolant System 
(RCS) structural integrity. Therefore, the 
probability or consequences of any accident 
previously evaluated will not be increased. 

(2)The proposed changes will not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated because both changes consist of 
changes to assumptions in previously 
evaluated accidents. Additionally, the 
increase in steam generator tube plugging has 
been evaluated for impact on RCS average 
temperature, thermal design flow and 
secondary side pressure and determined to 
have no impact on current plant operating 
limits for these parameters. 

Furthermore, the increase in the steam 
generator tube plugging limit will have no 
effect on RCS structural integrity. Thus, these 
proposed changes will not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

(3)The proposed changes will not involve a 
reduction in a margin of safety because RCS 
structural integrity is maintained and the 
revised ECCS analysis has demonstrated the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.46 are met. 
Additionally, the calculated peak clad 
temperature from this revised analysis is 
even less than the present Farley analysis 
and provides additional margin to the limit of 
2200&F. Therefore, these proposed changes 
will not involve a reduction in a margin of 
safety. analysis has demonstrated the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.46 are met. 
Additionally, the calculated peak clad 
temperature from this revised analysis is 
even less than the present Farley analysis 
and provides additional margin to the limit of 
2200&F. Therefore, these proposed changes 
will not involve a reduction in a margin of 
safety. 

Based upon the analysis provided 
above, the licensee, Alabama Power 
Company, determined that the proposed 
changes to the Technical Specifications 
will not increase the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated, or 
involve a reduction in a margin of 
safety. Thus, the licensee determined 
that these proposed changes meet the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.92(c) and do 
not involve a significant hazards 
considerations. 

The NRC staff agrees with the 
licensee's analysis that the action would 
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involve no significant hazards 
consideration. Also, as stated in our 
previous notice (51 FR 36082), 
Commission example “(vi) A change 
which either may result in some 
increase to the probability or 
consequences of a previously analyzed 
accident or may reduce in some way a 
safety margin, but where the results of 
the change are clearly within all 
acceptable criteria with respect to the 
system or component specified in the 
Standard Review Plan: for example, a 
change resulting from the application of 
a small refinement of a previously used 
calculational model or design method,” 
fits the proposed changes. Therefore, we 
propose to determine that the 
amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: George S. Houston Memorial 
Library, 212 W. Burdeshaw Street, 
Dothan, Alabama 36303 

Attorney for licensee: Ernest L. Blake, 
Esquire, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Elinor G. 
Adensam 


Arizona Public Service Company, et al., 
Docket No. STN 50-528, Palo Verde 
Nuclear Generating Station (PVNGS), 
Unit 1, Maricopa County, Arizona 


Date of amendment request: May 11, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment consists of a 
proposed change to the Technical 
Specifications (Appendix A to Facility 
Operating License No. NPF-41 for 
PVNGS, Unit 1). 

Technical Specification 2.2, “Reactor 
Trip Setpoints,” provides setpoints for 
various parameters in Table 2.2-1. 
Technical Specification 3/4.3.2, 
“Engineered Safety Features Actuation 
System Instrumentation,” provides the 
required number of operable channels 
for various parameters in Table 3.3-3. 
Both Table 2.2-1 and Table 3.3-3 include 
notations which provide the allowances 
for manually reducing the trip setpoints 
for low pressurizer pressure and low 
steam generator pressure. Currently 
those notations state that the applicable 
modes for those allowances are Modes 
3-6. The proposed amendment would 
change the applicable modes to Modes 
3-4 on the basis that the current 
Technical Specifications do not require 
these protection functions to be 
operable in Modes 5 and 6. The 
proposed change would also make those 
portions of the Technical Specifications 
consistent with the Technical 
Specifications for Palo Verde, Units 2 
and 3 (Appendix A to Facility Operating 
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License Nos. NPF-51 and NPF-65, 
respectively) previously reviewed and 
approved by the staff. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
considerations if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not: (1) Involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) Create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

A discussion of the proposed change, 
as it relates to these standards is 
presented below. 

Standard 1 - Involve a Significant 
Increase in the Probability or 
Consequences of an Accident 
Previously Evaluated 

The proposed change does not involve 
a significant increase in the probability 
or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated since the change 
does not alter the design of the plant or 
method of operation for the facility. The 
only change being requested is to 
achieve consistency between the 
notations in Tables 2.2-1 and 3.3-3, and 
the limiting conditions for operation in 
Specifications 2.2 and 3/4.3.2. 

Standard 2 - Create the Possibility of 
a New or Different Kind of Accident 
from any Accident Previously Evaluated 

The proposed change is only an 
administrative change and does not 
involve any changes to plant equipment 
or plant operation. Therefore, the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
analyzed will not be created. 

Standard 3 - Involve a Significant 
Reduction in a Margin of Safety 

The proposed change does not alter 
any limiting condition for operation, any 
action statement, or any surveillance 
requirement currently in the Technical 
Specifications. Therefore, a significant 

‘ reduction in a margin of safety is not 
involved. 

Accordingly, the Commission has 
proposed to determine that the above 
change does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Phoenix Public Library, 
Business, Science and Technology 
Department, 12 East McDowell Road, 
Phoenir, Arizona 85004. 


Attorney for licensees: Mr. Arthur C. 
Gehr, Snell & Wilmer, 3100 Valley 
Center, Phoenix, Arizona 85007. 

NRC Project Director: George W. 
Knighton 


Boston Edison Company Docket No. 50- 
293, Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 
Plymouth County, Massachusetts 


Date of application for amendment: 
May 22, 1987 

Description of amendment request: 
Changes in the Technical Specifications 
are requested for Cycle 8 operation of 
the nuclear reactor following core reload 
7. For the first time, only retrofit fuel will 
be loaded into the core. All non-retrofit 
fuel will be discharged to the spent fuel 
pool. The proposed Technical 
Specification changes are: (1) removing 
reference to the non-retrofit 8x8 fuel; (2) 
revising the description of low and low- 
low reactor water level setpoints to 
reflect the change in height of the top of 
the active fuel length; (3) slightly 
reducing the operating limit minimum 
critical power ratio to permit 
operational flexibility; and (4) several 
editorial changes to correct the spelling 
of “MFLPD‘, identify the unit of 
measurement as megawatt days per 
standard ton, and include a reference 
which had inadvertently been deleted. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided guidance 
for determining whether a proposed 
amendment involves a significant 
hazards consideration (48 FR 14870). 
Examples of amendments that are not 
likely to involve a significant hazards 
consideration are “(i) A purely 
administrative change... to achieve 
consistency throughout the technical 
specifications, correction of an error, or 
a change in nomenclature.” and “‘(iii)..., 
a change resulting form a nuclear 
reactor core reloading, if no fuel 
assemblies significantly different from 
those found previously acceptable to the 
NRC for a previous core at the facility in 
question are involved. This assumes that 
no significant changes are made to the 
acceptance criteria for the Technical 
Specifications, that the analytical 
methods used to demonstrate 
conformance with the Technical 
Specifications and regulations are not 
significantly changed, and that NRC has 
previously found such methods 
acceptable.” 

The staff considers the proposed 
amendment to be similar to example (i) 
since it corrects several editorial errors 
and identifies consistent units of 
measurement. In addition, the proposed 
amendment is similar to example (iii) 
since the staff has previously reviewed 
the retrofit fuel design and found that 
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the operating characteristics and safety 
margins are acceptable. No changes in 
the previously accepted analytical 
methods used to demonstrate 
conformance with the Technical 
Specifications and regulations are 
involved. Therefore, no significant 
difference in safety to the public is 
expected. 

Since the amendment involves 
proposed changes for which no 
significant hazards consideration exists, 
the staff has made a proposed 
determination that this application for 
amendment involves no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Plymouth Public Library, 11 
North Street, Plymouth, Massachusetts 
02360 

Attorney for licensee: W. S. Stowe, 
Esq., Boston Edison Company, 800 
Boylston Street, 36th Floor, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02199. 

NRC Project Director: Victor Nerses, 
Acting Director 


Duke Power Company, et al., Docket 
Nos. 50-413 and 50-414, Catawba 
Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2, York 
County, South Carolina 


Date of amendment request: 
November 17, 1986, as supplemented 
July 1, 1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
Technical Specification (TS) Tables 3.8- 
1A and 3.8-1B to add two Containment 
Penetration Conductor Overcurrent 
Protective Devices to Table 3.8-1A for 
Unit 1 and Table 3.8-1B for Unit 2. These 
four devices were added at Catawba 
Units 1 and 2 to accommodate 
decontamination pressure washers and 
welding machines. Thus, the 
corresponding tables must be revised to 
reflect these additions. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided certain 
examples (51 FR 7744) of actions likely 
to involve no significant hazards 
considerations. The request involved in 
this case does not match any of those 
examples. However, the staff has 
reviewed the licensee’s request for the 
above amendments and determined that 
should this request be implemented, it 
would not (1) involve a significant 
increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated because the addition of the 
four overcurrent protective devices 
would not significantly affect the 
operation of the station. These devices 
would be required to be operable 
through TS 3.8.4 Limiting Condition for 
Operation. Also, the licensee's proposed 
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revisions would not (2) create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated because the design of the 
facility would not be significantly 
affected. Only two overcurrent 
protective devices per Unit are added to 
the over 200 such devices already 
existing at each Unit. Futhermore, 
adding these devices would provide 
additional protection which otherwise 
may not be available. Finally, the 
proposed revisions would not (3) involve 
a significant reduction in a margin of 
safety because of the reasons stated 
above in items (1) and (2). 

Accordingly, the Commission has 
determined that the above changes 
involve no significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: York County Library, 138 East 
Black Street, Rock Hill, South Carolina 
29730 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Albert Carr, 
Duke Power Company, 422 South 
Church Street, Charlotte, North Carolina 
28242 

NRC Project Director: B. J. 
Youngblood 


Duke Power Company, et al., Docket 
Nos. 50-413 and 50-414, Catawba 
Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2, York 
County, South Carolina 


Date of amendment request: June 3, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
Technical Specification (TS) 3/4.1.3 
“Movable Control Assemblies” and its 
associated Bases 3/4.1.3 to allow the 
unit to remain at power (Modes 1 or 2) 
for up to 72 hours with more than one 
full-length rod inoperable but trippable. 

The existing TS does not distinguish 
between immovable rods and 
immovable but trippable rods, and with 
more than one full-length control rod 
immovable, the unit is presently 
required by existing Action Statements 
to be in hot standby within 6 hours. 

The specific change would be 
implemented by deleting “inoperable” 
from Action Statement b (which 
presently addresses both inoperable or 
misaligned rods), and adding a new 
Action Statement d which would require 
that, with more than one full-length rod 
trippable but inoperable due to causes 
other than being immovable as a result 
of excessive friction or mechanical 
interference or known to be untrippable, 
power operation may continue provided 
that (1) within one hour, the remainder 
of the rods in the bank(s) with the 
inoperable rods are aligned to within 
+12 steps of the inoperable rods while 
maintaining the rod sequence and 


insertion limits of existing TS Figure 3.1- 
1a or Figure 3.1-1b, as applicable, and 
providing that (2) thermal power level is 
restricted pursuant to existing TS 3.1.3.6 
during subsequent operation. These two 
provisions regarding the remainder of 
the rods correspond to the existing 
requirements of Action Statement c 
which addresses no more than one full- 
length rod trippable but inoperable for 
the same causes. The new Action 
Statement d would also include a 
provision that (3) the inoperable rods 
are to be returned to operable status 
within 72 hours. Futhermore, Action 
Statement c.2 would be revised to 
change “Figure 3.1-1” to “Figure 3.1-1a or 
Figure 3.1-1b, as applicable.” 

Except that the “inoperable” portion 
of Action Statement b would be 
addressed separately by the proposed 
new Action Statement d and the 
administrative change to Action 
Statement c.2, the proposed 
amendments would not otherwise 
change TS Action Statements a, b or c. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
By letter dated December 31, 1984, 
Westinghouse recommended generic 
revisions to TS 3/4.1.3 and its Bases 
regarding multiple immovable, but 
trippable, control rods. Westinghouse 
noted they experienced several different 
plants with its NSSS in which a group or 
several groups of control rods became 
immovable (would not step in or out) 
because of a rod control system failure. 
The licensee cited similar experiences 
during control rod movement periodic 
tests in which control malfunctions 
prohibited a control rod bank or group 
from moving when selected, including a 
recent occurrence at Catawba Unit 2 
when a fuse blew in the rod control 
circuitry. In all cases, the rods were still 
trippable (i.e., these rods would have 
been inserted into the core in the event 
of a reactor trip signal and, thus, were 
fully capable of performing their 
intended safety function of shutting 
down the reactor). The NRC has 
previously accepted the Westinghouse 
recommended generic revision and has 
incorporated the change into the TS of 
several operating plants (e.g., Diablo 
Canyon and Joseph Farley) and into a 
proposed revision to the Standard 
Technical Specifications (NUREG-0452). 
The additional time provided by the 
change to find and repair the cause of 
the rods’ inoperability is justified 
because the rods are trippable. 

The Commission has provided 
guidance concerning the application of 
its standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92 
for no significant hazards consideration 
by providing certain examples (51 FR 
7744). The changes for the proposed 
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amendments (except for the 
administrative change to Action 
Statement c.2) do not match those 
examples. However, on the basis of its 
previous reviews of similar 
Westinghouse plants and the licensee’s 
submittal, and because trippability of 
the control rods is not affected by the 
proposed change, previous assumptions 
and results of accident analyses and the 
reliability of the reactor protection 
would not adversely change. Therefore, 
the change would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, or (2) involve a significant 
reduction in a margin of safety. The 
proposed change also would not involve 
any change in the design, nor any 
changes (other than the time allowed to 
find the cause and to repair the 
trippable rods’ inability to be stepped 
into or out of the core) in the operation 
of the plant. Therefore, the proposed 
change would not (3) create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

One of the Commission's examples in 
51 FR 7744 of actions likely to involve no 
significant hazards considerations is (i), 
“a purely administrative change to 
technical specifications: for example, a 
change to achieve consistency 
throughout the technical specifications, 
correction of an error, or a change in 
nomenclature.” The proposed revision to 
Action Statement c.2 to change “Figure 
3.1-1” to “Figure 3.1-1a or Figure 3.1-1b, 
as applicable,” represents a revision 
that meets the guidance provided by this 
example. 

Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to determine that the 
requested license amendments involve 
no significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: York County Library, 138 East 
Black Street, Rock Hill, South Carolina 
29730 

Aitorney for licensee: Mr. Albert Carr, 
Duke Power Company, 422 South 
Church Street, Charlotte, North Carolina 
28242 

NRC Project Director: B. J. 
Youngblood 


Duke Power Company, Docket Nos. 50- 
369 and 50-370, McGuire Nuclear 
Station, Units 1 and 2, Mecklenburg 
County, North Carolina 


Date of amendment request: June 3, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
Technical Specification (TS) 3/4.1.3 
“Movable Control Assemblies” and its 
associated Bases 3/4.1.3 to allow the 
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unit to remain at »ower (Modes 1 or 2) 
for up to 72 hours with more than one 
full-length rod inoperable but trippable. 
The existing TS does not distinguish 
between immovable rods and 
immovable but trippable rods, and with 
more than one full-length control rod 
immovable, the unit is presently 
required by existing Action Statements 
to be in hot standby within 6 hours. 

The specific change would be 
implemented by deleting “inoperable” 
from Action Statement b (which 
presently addresses both inoperable or 
misaligned rods), and adding a new 
Action Statement d. New Action 
Statement d would require that, with 
more than one full-length rod trippable 
but inoperable due to causes other than 
being immovable as a result of 
excessive friction or mechanical 
interference or known to be untrippable, 
power operation may continue provided 
that (1) within one hour, the remainder 
of the rods in the bank(s) with the 
inoperable rods are aligned to within 
+12 steps of the inoperable rods while 
maintaining the rod sequence and 
insertion limits of existing TS Figure 3.1- 
1, and providing that (2) thermal power 
level is restricted pursuant to existing 
TS 3.1.3.6 during subsequent operation: 
These two provisions regarding the 
remainder of the rods correspond to the 
existing and unchanged requirements of 
Action Statement c which addresses no 
more than one full-length rod trippable 
but inoperable for the same causes. New 
Action Statement d would also include a 
provision that (3) the inoperable rods 
are to be returned to operable status 
within 72 hours. 

Except that the “inoperable” portion 
of Action Statement b would be 
addressed separately by the proposed 
new Action Statement d, the proposed 
amendments would not otherwise 
change TS Action Statements a; b or c. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
By letter dated December 31, 1984, 
Westinghouse recommended generic 
revisions to TS 3/4.1.3 and its Bases 
regarding multiple immovable, but 
trippable, control rods. Westinghouse 
noted the experience at several different 
plants with its NSSS in which a group or 
several groups of control rods became 
immovable (would not step in or out) 
because of a rod control system failure. 
The licensee cited similar experiences 
during control rod movement periodic 
tests in which control malfunctions 
prohibited a control rod bank or group 
from moving when selected, including a 
recent occurrence at Catawba Unit 2 
when a fuse blew in the rod control 
circuitry. In all cases, the rods were still 


trippable (i.e., these rods would have 
been inserted into the core in the event 
of a reactor trip signal and, thus, were 
fully capable of performing their 
intended safety function of shutting 
down the reactor). The NRC has 
previously accepted the Westinghouse 
recommended generic revision and has 
incorporated the change into the TS of 
several operating plants (e.g., Diablo 
Canyon and Joseph-Farley) and into a 
proposed revision to the Standard 
Technical Specification (NUREG-0452). 
The additional-time provided by the 
change to find and repair the cause of 
the rods’ inoperability is justified 
because the rods are trippable. 

The Commission has provided 
guidance concerning the application of 
its standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92 
for no significant hazards consideration 
by providing certain examples (51 FR 
7744). The changes for the proposed 
amendments do not match those 
examples. However, on the basis of its 
previous reviews of similar 
Westinghouse plants and the licensee's 
submittal, and because trippability of 
the control rods is not affected by the 
proposed change, previous assumptions 
and results of accident analyses and the 
reliability of the reactor protection 
would not adversely change. Therefore, 
the change would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, or (2) involve a significant 
reduction in a margin of safety. The 
proposed change also. would not involve 
any change in the design, nor any 
changes (other-than the time allowed to 
find the cause and to repair the 
trippable rods’ inability to be stepped 
into or out of the core) in the operation 
of the plant. Therefore, the proposed 
change would not (3) create the 
possibility of a. new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to determine that the 
requested license amendments involve 
no significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Atkins Library, University of 
North Carolina, Charlotte (UNCC) 
Station, North Carolina 28223 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Albert Carr, 
Duke Power Company, 422 South 
Church Street, Charlotte, North Carolina 
28242 

NRC Project Director: B. J. 
Youngblood 


Duquesne Light Company, Docket No. 
50-334, Beaver Valley Power Station, 
Unit No. 1, Shippingport, Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: April 7, 
1987 
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Description of amendment request: 
The amendment request covers a 
number of areas in the Technical 
Specifications, and License Condition 
2.C.(5). Associated Updated Final Safety 
Analysis Report (UFSAR) pages will 
also be changed. The affected Technical 
Specifications are: 

1.Section 3.3.3.6 (Fire Detection 
Instrumentation) would be deleted and 
its requirements would be incorporated 
in the UFSAR and plant operational 
procedures. For clerical clarity a note 
would be added to page 3/4 3-46 (last 
page preceding Section 3.3.3.6) to 
indicate the deletion. Section 6.9.2, item 
f would also be deleted to reflect this 
change. Item 18 of Technical 
Specification Table 3.3-10 would be 
replaced by Primary Auxiliary Building 
smoke detection instruments which are 
included in administrative procedures. 
Item 18, which provides fire detection 
instruments for the Unit 2 control room 
zones 7, 8 and 9, and Chemical Addition 
Building smoke detectors will be 
incorporated in administrative 
procedures. 

2.Section 3.7.14.1 (Fire Suppression 
Water System) would be deleted and its 
requirements, with the exception of 
special reporting requirements, would 
be incorporated in the UFSAR and plant 
operational procedures. To reflect this 
change Section 6.9.2 item g would also 
be deleted. 

3.Section 3.7.14.2 (Spray and/or 
Sprinkler Systems), 3.7.14.3 (CO2 
Systems), 3.7.14.4 (Fire Hose Stations), 
3.7.14.5 (Halon Systems), and 3.7.15 (Fire 
Barrier Penetrations) would be deleted 
and their requirements would be 
incorporated in the plant operational 
procedures. Section 6.9.2 item g would 
be deleted to reflect these changes. 

4.Section 6.2.2.f Site Fire Brigade 
Requirements and Section 6.4.2 would 
be deleted, and their requirements 
would be transferred to the plant 
operational procedures. 

5.License condition 2.C.(5) would be 
replaced by the standard condition 
provided in section F of Generic Letter 
86-10, Implementation of Fire Protection 
Requirements. The current license 
condition 2.C.(5) refers to modifications 
identified in Table 1 of the Fire 
Protection Safety Evaluation Report for 
BVPS, Unit 1, dated May 9, 1979. These 
modifications have all been completed, 
therefore, this condition is no longer 
necessary. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 





amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The first four changes do not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequence of an accident previously 
evaluated because, other than certain 
special reporting requirements for the 
Fire Suppression Water System, 
requirements have not been changed in 
their relocations. Since the amendment 
relocates rather than changes these 
requirements, it does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from an accident previously 
evaluated. 

The special] reporting requirements for 
the Fire Suppression Water System 
which were not incorporated in the 
UFSAR and the plant operating 
procedures are covered to the extent 
that they are significant by the reporting 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.72 and 10 
CFR 50.73. Furthermore, since the first 
four modifications do not change 
requirements, no significant reduction in 
margin of safety results from them. 

The replacement of License Condition 
2.C.(5) with the standard condition from 
Generic Letter 86-10 is consistent with 
the Technical Specification changes 
above. This proposed amendment does 
not change the overall fire protection 
requirements, and therefore does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated, does not 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from an 
accident previously evaluated; nor does 
it involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

Accordingly, the staff has made a 
proposed determination that the 
requested license amendment does not 
involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: B. F. Jones Memorial Library, 
663 Franklin Avenue, Aliquippa, 
Pennsylvania 15001 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esquire, Jay E. Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and 
irowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz 


Duquesne Light Company, Docket No. 
50-334, Beaver Valley Power Station ~ 


Unit No. 1, Shippingport, Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: April 30, 
1987 

Brief description of amendment 
request: The proposed amendment 
would clarify the technical 
specifications governing boron dilution 
in the reactor coolant system (RCS) as 
follows: 

(1)Section 3.1.1.3 would be revised to 
clearly define “boron dilution” as 
addition of water whose boron 
concentration is less than that required 
for the shutdown margin. 


(2)Section 3.4.1.4 and corresponding 
basis would be revised so that an 
isolated loop must have coolant boron 
concentration equal to or greater than — 
that required by Section 3.1.1.2 and 3.9.1 
before the loop is unisolated. 

(3)Section 4.9.8.1 would be revised to 
clearly define “dilution”. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92{c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license fora 
facility i,‘olves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee stated that the current 
Technical Specifications cause 
unnecessary delays in operation. The 
proposed changes would only clarify 
current requirements and the definition 
of “boron dilution”. No hardware 
modification is involved and there is no 
relaxation of safety acceptance criteria. 
Thus the answers to the three points 
above are negative. The staff concurs 
with the licensee's assessment and 
proposes to determine that the 
requested amendment involves no 
significant hazards considerations. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: B. F. Jones Memorial Library, 
663 Franklin Avenue, Aliquippa, 
Pennsylvania 15001 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esquire, Jay E. Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW.., 
Washington, DC 20036 

NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz 
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Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe 
Power Corporation, Municipal Electric 
Authority of Georgia, City of Dalton, 
Georgia, Docket No. 50-366, Edwin L. 
Hatch Nuclear Plant, Unit 2, Appling 
County, Georgia 


Date of amendment request: March 20, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
This amendment would modify the 
Technical Specifications to permit 
temporary adjustments to trip setpoints 
for the Main Steam Line Radiation 
Montior (MSLRM) instruments as 
described in Tables 3.2.1-1, 3.3.1-1, 3.3.2- 
1, 3.3.2-2, 3.3.6.7-1 and 3.3.6.7-2 to allow 
performance of tests of hydrogen 
injection into the primary coolant. These 
tests will be performed in order to 
evaluate Hydrogen Water Chemistry 
(HWC) as a potential mitigator of 
intergranular stress corrosion cracking 
(IGSCC). This amendment also would 
correct a typographical error in Table 
3.3.6.7-1. 

The temporary change proposed 
would permit the normal full power 
background level, associated with the 
Main Steam High Radiation scram and 
isolation setpoints, to be increased so as 
to compensate for the anticipated 
increase in the main steam radiation 
levels during hydrogen injection. This 
background radiation level increase 
when hydrogen injection is underway is 
caused by higher levels of short half-life 
N-16 carryover into the main steam. 

The proposed modification would 
allow this temporary adjustment to the 
setpoints to be made only when above 
20 percent of rated power and would 
require that it be made within 24 hours 
prior to planned start of hydrogen 
injection. It would require that normal 
setpoints be established within 24 hours 
of reestablishing normal radiation levels 
after completion of the hydrogen 
injection and prior to establishing power 
levels below 20 percent rated power. It 
also would permit adjustments to the 
setpoints during the test based on either 
calculations or measurements of actual 
radiation levels resulting from hydrogen 
injection. 

A similar change was approved for 
the purpose of hydrogen injection tests 
at Hatch Unit 1 by amendment 125 to 
the Hatch Unit 1 license, dated May 21, 
1986. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92{c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
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consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The current setpoints are less than or 
equal to 3 times normal rated power 
background. The only design basis 
accident which takes credit for main 
steam isolation valve (MSIV) closure on 
Main Steam Line high radiation is the 
design basis control rod drop accident 
(CRDA). The CRDA is only of concern 
below 10 percent of rated power. Since 
the current MSLRM setpoint will not be 
changed when at or below 20 percent 
rated power, the MSLRM sensitivity to 
fuel failure is not impacted, and the 
FSAR analysis for the CRDA remains 
valid. 

The MSLRM also performs a general 
function of monitoring for failed fuel. 
This capability to monitor fuel failures is 
retained with the adjusted radiation 
“background” setpoint. Additionally, 
this fuel failure monitoring capability is 
provided through the offgas radiation 
monitor, performance of primary coolant 
analyses, and routine radiation surveys. 

If, due to a recirculation pump trip or 
other unanticipated power reduction 
event, the reactor drops below 20 
percent rated power without setpoint 
readjustment, control rod withdrawal 
will be prohibited by procedures until 
the necessary setpoint readjustment is 
made. This ensures that fuel failures of 
the type concerning the MSLRM 
(specifically FSAR CRDA analysis) are 
unlikely. 

Table 3.3.6.7.1 was added to the 
Technical Specifications by Amendment 
71. Part of that change involved moving 
the requirements for the control room air 
inlet radiation detectors from previous 
TS 4.7.2.¢.3.g to the new Table 3.3.6.7-1. 
In making that change, the new table 
incorrectly referenced note (d) instead 
of note (c) as pertaining to these 
detectors. This change would correct the 
reference to note (c) as was originally 
intended. 

On the basis of the above, the 
Commission has determined that the 
requested amendment meets the three 
criteria and therefore has made a 
proposed determination that the 
amendment application does not involve 
a significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Appling County Public Library, 
301 City Hall Drive, Baxley, Georgia 
31513 


Attorney for licensee: Bruce W. 
Churchill, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts 
and Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: B. J. 
Youngblood 


Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe 
Power Corporation, Municipal Electric 
Authority of Georgia, City of Dalton, 
Georgia, Docket Nos. 50-321 and 50-366, 
Edwin I. Hatch Nuclear Plant, Units 1 
and 2, Appling County, Georgia 

Date of amendment request: February 
13, 1987 

Description of amendment request: 
These proposed changes would modify 
the Unit 1 and Unit 2 Technical 
Specifications to: (1) incorporate the 
revised reporting requirements of 10 
CFR Part 50, Sections 50.72 and 50.73, as 
directed by NRC Generic Letter 83-43, 
“Report Requirements of 10 CFR Part 50, 
Sections 50.72 and 50.73, and Standard 
Technical Specifications,” dated 
December 19, 1983; and (2) incorporate 
the revised reporting requirements for 
primary coolant iodine spiking and 
remove existing requirements for plant 
shutdown if primary coolant iodine 
activity limits are exceeded for 800 
hours within a 12-month period, as 
requested by NRC Generic Letter 85-19, 
“Reporting Requirements on Primary 
Coolant Iodine Spikes,” dated 
September 27, 1985. 

Reporting requirements for Hatch 
Units 1 and 2 were established and the 
Technical Specifications for these plants 
were issued prior to codification of 
reporting requirements as now specified 
by Sections 50.72 and 50.73 of 10 CFR 
Part 50, which became effective on 
January 1, 1974. Generic Letter 83-43 
informed all licensees that they should 
amend the Technical Specifications for 
their plants to conform to the new 
reporting requirements. This amendmeat 
would conform the Technical 
Specifications for Hatch Units 1 and 2 to 
the reporting requirements of Sections 
50.72 and 50.73 of 10 CFR Part 50. 

Technical Specifications prior to the 
issuance of Generic Letter 85-19 on 
September 27, 1985, were written to 
require short-term reporting of spikes in 
iodine activity in the primary coolant, 
and plant shutdown in the event 
accumulated time at high iodine activity 
levels exceeded 800 hours in a 12-month 
period. Generic Letter 85-19 announced 
that the NRC had determined these 
requirements to be unnecessary in view 
of the improvements that had been 
made in nuclear fuel, and requested that 
licensees submit a request to amend the 
Technical Specifications for their plant 
to delete these requirements. This 
amendment would delete the previous 
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reporting and plant shutdown 
requirements based on iodine activity 
levels from the Hatch Units 1 and 2 
Technical Specifications in accordance 
with the guidance of Generic Letter 85- 
19. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92({c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed changes would make 
modifications of an administrative 
nature to the Technical Specifications to 
incorporate current reporting 
requirements of 10 CFR Part 50, Sections 
50.72 and 50.73, and to revise the short- 
term reporting requirements regarding 
iodine activity levels. Neither of these 
changes would have any effect on the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated, create 
the possibility of a new or different kind 
of accident, or involve a significant 
reduction in the margin of safety. 

The change also would delete the 
requirement for plant shutdown in the 
event the accumulated time with high 
iodine activty levels in the coolant 
exceeded 800 hours in a 12-month 
period. 10 CFR 50.72 (b)(1){ii) requires 
that the NRC be immediately notified of 
fuel cladding failures that exceed 
expected values or that are caused by 
unexpected factors. This reporting 
requirement and proper fuel 
management, coupled with the fuel 
improvements that have been made, 
assure that corrective action would be 
taken long before the 800 hour limit is 
even approached, thereby making the 
shutdown requirement unnecessary. 
Deletion of this requirement would not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated, would 
not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident, and would 
not involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety. 

On the basis of the above, the 
Commission has determined that the 
requested amendments meet the three 
criteria and therefore has made a 
proposed determination that the 





amendment application does not involve 
a significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Jocation: Appling County Public Library, 
301 City Hall Drive, Baxley, Georgia 
31513 

Attorney for licensee: Bruce W. 
Churchill, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts 
and Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: B.J. Youngblood 


Indiana and Michigan Electric Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-315 and 50-316, Donald 
C. Cook Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 
2, Berrien County, Michigan 


Date of amendments request: May 28, 
1987. 

Description of amendments request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Technical Specifications for the 
spent fuel pool ventilation system to 
update the testing standards; modify the 
test requirement to reflect the as-built 
ventilation system; allow the crane bay 
and drumming room rollup doors to be 
open but under administrative control 
when fuel is moved or loads carried 
over the fuel pool; delete air flow 
distribution tests across HEPA filters 
and charcoal absorbers; delete 
redundant filter bypass testing 
requirements; modify leak testing 
requirements for charcoal and HEPA 
filters after modification, reinstallation, 
and sample testing; add a footnote to the 
spent fuel pool ventilation section to 
correspond to the auxiliary building 
crane section which recognizes the load 
block in a deenergized state as not being 
a heavy load; and correct a number of 
editorial errors. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated, or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee proposes to update the 
testing standards for the spent fuel pool 
ventilation system. The current 
standard, ANSI N500-1975, will be 
replaced by ANSI N500-1980. The ANSI 
N510-1975 included test requirements for 
systems built to the ANSI N509 design; 
however, Cook was not designed or 
required to be designed to ANSI N509 


and some provisions of ANSI N510-1975 
cannot be literally complied with. ANSI 
N510-1980 recognizes that plants may be 
non-ANSI N509 designs and provides for 
this in stating requirements. Since ANSI 
N510-1980 corresponds more closely 
with the Cook ventilation system design 
and the change is to currently accepted 
testing standards, the change does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probabilities or consequences of a 
previously analyzed accident. Since the 
change is in testing procedures and does 
not change operations or involve plant 
modifications, the proposed changes do 
not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
previously analyzed. The ANSI N510- 
1980 is the current industry standard 
and its use does not result in a 
significant reduction in a margin of 
safety. 

The licensee proposes to modify the 
technical specifications to allow the 
crane bay rollup door and the drumming 
room rollup door, which are near the 
spent fuel pool, to be open under 
administrative control when fuel is 
being moved or when heavy loads are 
carried over the spent fuel pool. The 
current technical specifications require 
the ventilation system to maintain a 
negative pressure on the poo! when fuel 
is moved or loads are carried over the 
fuel. With the doors open, the vent 
system cannot maintain the negative 
pressure; however, under administrative 
control the doors could be quickly 
closed in the event of any mishap. With 
the fans operating and either door open, 
the likely direction for air flow would be 
into the spent fuel pool area and through 
the filters. In the event the fans failed, 
fuel movement and loads over the spent 
fuel pool would be halted and the doors 
could be closed. In the event of an 
accident in the spent fuel pool, the fans 
are stopped and the doors would be 
closed to limit any releases. 

The design basis accident is the 
complete rupture underwater of the 
highest rated spent fuel element. This 
accident was assumed to occur both 
inside containment and in the spent fuel 
pool. The bounding accident location is 
the one inside containment which took 
no credit for filtration or containment 
isolation. The proposed change by the 
licensee for the spent fuel pool area 
would change the results for the spent 
fuel pool but would still not be as severe 
since the doors would be quickly closed 
in the spent fuel pool area and the 
containment location for the accident 
was analyzed unisolated. The bounding 
accident location would remain as the 
one inside containment. Therefore, 
allowing the crane bay rollup and the 
drumming room rollup doors to be open 
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under administrative control during 
movement of fuel or crane loads over 
the fuel could have some increase in the 
consequences of a previously evaluated 
accident location but are within the 
limits of the accident previously 
analyzed for the containment location. 
The proposed change by the licensee 
does not significantly increase the 
probability or consequences of the 
previously analyzed accident and 
because the change does not affect the 
mechanisms for damaging fuel and is 
consistent with ongoing operations with 
the doors, the change does not create a 
new or different kind of accident. 
Further, the administrative controls to 
quickly close the doors might represent 
some reduction in a margin of safety, 
but the brief time a door was open 
would not be a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety when the accident 
assumptions did not include any 
isolation of containment for the design 
basis. 

The licensee also proposed to change 
the surveillance requirement for the 
spent fuel pool ventilation system to 
more accurately describe the system as 
designed and found acceptable. The 
original specifications were believed to 
be generically applicable to cover most 
systems but literal interpretation for the 
Cook system is questionable. The Cook 
proposal is to change the wording to 
more accurately describe the required 
test for the as-built system. The test will 
continue to be performed as always; 
therefore, there is no significant increase 
in the probabilities or consequences of 
any previously analyzed accident nor is 
there any reduction in a safety margin. 
There is no change in operation or 
testing; therefore, the proposed change 
does not create the possibility of any 
new or different kind of accident. 

The licensee proposes to delete the air 
flow distribution testing across the 
HEPA and charcoal filters every 18 
months but will continue to perform 
these tests as required by ANSI N510- 
1980 “following original installation, 
modification, or repair of the air 
cleaning system.” The current Standard 
Technical Specifications do not require 
the testing in recognition that the code 
requirements are adequate and 
sufficient. The proposed change will not 
adversely affect the flow distribution 
nor will it greatly decrease the 
knowledge or expectations of the filter 
operation; therefore, there is no 
significant increase in the probabilities 
or consequences of any previously 
analyzed accident nor is there a 
significant decrease in a margin of 
safety. Deletion of the 18-month test will 
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not create any new or different kind of 
_ accident. 

The licensee proposes to delete 
redundant surveillance requirements to 
determine total filter bypass, including 
leakage through the system's diverting 
valves. The specification as written does 
not recognize that the Cook ventilation 
system has bypass dampers integral to 
the system and that a combination of 
other required tests will also allow for 
the determination of total bypass and 
leakage. The licensee also proposes to 
change “diverting” to “directing” in the 
specifications to accurately reflect 
system function. Because the deletion is 
to remove redundant tests and the 
- description change to “directing” is 
administrative in nature, these proposed 
changes do not significantly increase the 
probabilities or consequences of any 
previously analyzed accident nor do 
they involve any significant decrease in 
a margin of safety. These changes do not 
involve modifications or changes in 
system operations and, therefore, do not 
create any new or different kinds of 
accidents. 

The current specifications require leak 
testing of charcoal adsorber banks after 
reinstallation but not after taking a 
sample. The licensee proposes to add a 
specification for leak testing charcoal 
adsorbers after sample taking to make 
the specifications consistent. The 
licensee also proposes to remove the 
requirement to test HEPA filters after 
charcoal tray installation since this 
would not affect the HEPA filters. These 
proposed changes are to achieve 
consistency and delete unnecessary 
tests and, therefore, do not significantly 
increase the probability or 
consequences of any previously 
analyzed accident nor do they 
significantly decrease any margin of 
safety. These actions will not involve 
changes in plant operation or 
configuration and, therefore, do not 
create any new or different kind of 
accident. 

License Amendments 93/79, issued 
February 24, 1986, added footnotes to 
some technical specifications to allow 
operation of the crane over the spent 
fuel pool with the load block 
deenergized and unloaded. The spent 
fuel pool ventilation technical 
specifications should have been 
similarly modified with the same 
footnote. The licensee proposes to 
correct this oversight. This change is 
consistent with the previous footnotes 
and safety evaluation and thus does not 
significantly increase the probabilities 
or consequences of any previously 
analyzed accident nor does it 
significantly decrease any margin of 


safety. This mode of operation has been 
found acceptable pending a load drop 
analysis review and approval and does 
not create any new or different kind of 
accident. 

In the last change, the licensee 
proposes to correct a number of 
typographical errors and make editorial 
changes that are administrative in 
nature. The Commission has also 
provided guidance concerning the 
application of these standards by 
providing examples of amendments 
considered not likely to involve 
significant hazards considerations (51 
FR 7744). One of these examples, (i), is a 
purely administrative change to 
technical specifications. This last 
change by the licensee is directly related 
to this example. 

On the basis of the above 
considerations, the staff proposes to 
determine that the licensee’s request 
involves no significant hazards 
considerations. 

Local Public Document Room 
Jocation: Maude Preston Palenske 
Memorial Library, 500 Market Street, St. 
Joseph, Michigan 49085. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: David L. 
Wigginton, Acting. 


Mississippi Power & Light Company, 
System Energy Resources, Inc., South 
Mississippi Electric Power Association, 
Docket No. 50-416, Grand Gulf Nuclear 
Station, Unit 1, Claiborne County, 
Mississippi 


Date of amendment request: June 3, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The June 3, 1987 application for license 
amendment requested changes to 
Technical Specifications (TSs) related to 
the definition of core alteration and the 
snubber sample size. This notice 
considers only the changes related to 
the definition of core alteration. 

The following changes to the 
Technical Specifications (TSs) would be 
made: 

1.The definition of core alteration 
would be modified to exclude normal 
movement of the source range monitors 
(SRMs), intermediate range monitors 
(IRMs), local power range monitors 
(LPRMs), traversing in-core probes 
(TIPs) or special movable detectors. 

2.The “*” footnote to Specification 
3.1.1 on shutdown margin would be 
deleted. This footnote provides an 
exception to the core alteration 
definition for movement of IRMs, SKMs 
or special movable detectors. 
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3.The “*” footnote to Surveillance 
Requirement 4.1.3.2.a would be modified 
by deleting the exception to the core 
alteration definition for the movement of 
SRMs, IRMs or special movable 
detectors. The exception for normal 
control rod movement remains and is 
not affected by this proposed change. 

4.The “*” footnote to Table 3.3.1-1 
would be modified by deleting the 
exceptions to the core alteration 
definition for IRMs, SRMs or special 
movable detectors. The part of the “*” 
footnote requiring operable SRM 
instrumentation for replacement of 
LPRM strings would be retained. 

5.The “**” footnote to Specification 
3.9.2 on refueling operations 
instrumentation would be deleted. This 
footnote provides an exception to the 
core alteration definition for movement 
of IRMs, SRMs or special movable 
detectors. 

6.The “*” footnote to Specification 
3.9.5 would be modified by deleting the 
exception to the core alteration 
definition for incore instrumentation. 
The part of the “*” footnote that allows 
an exception for control rod movement 
with their normal drive system remains 
and is not affected by this proposed 
change. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as tated in 10 CFR 50.92. A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
considerations if operation of the facility 
in accordance with a proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The licensee has provided an analysis 
of significant hazards consideration in 
its request for a license amendment. The 
licensee has concluded, with 
appropriate bases, that the proposed 
amendment meets the three standards in 
10 CFR 50.92 and, therefore, involves no 
significant hazards considerations. 

The licensee's analysis is reproduced 
below. 

1. The proposed change does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. The reactivity worth of the SRMs, 
IRMs, LPRMs, TIPs and special movable 
detectors is insignificant and their movement 
in the core does not have any adverse impact 
on reactivity excursion events. This change 
does not involve a change to plant hardware, 





plant operating procedures or plant 
emergency procedures. Therefore, this change 
cannot increase the probability or 
consequences of an accident. 

2. The proposed change does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any previously analyzed. 
Movement of all detectors in and around the 
core is controlled by approved procedures. 
The movement of the small amount of 
reactivity in the reactor core provided by the 
subject detectors does not create the 
possibility of a new accident or different 
accident from any previously analyzed. 

3. The proposed change does not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 
The proposed change to the core alteration 
definition for SRMs, IRMs, LPRMs, and 
special movable detectors will provide 
exceptions that are currently allowed in the 
Technical Specifications. The proposal to 
exempt the TIPs from the requirements of the 
core alteration definition is similar to that 
currently in effect for the other detectors. 
Therefore, since the proposed changes are 
similar to present exceptions allowed in the 
Technical Specifications, no margin of safety 
is reduced. 

The NRC staff has made a preliminary 
review of the licensee's analysis and 
agrees with the licensee’s conclusions 
that the three standards in 10 CFR 50.92 
are met for the proposed changes in TSs 
for Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, Unit 1. 

Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to determine that the 
requested changes to the TSs do not 
involve significant hazards 
considerations. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Hinds Junior College, 
McLendon Library, Raymond, 
Mississippi 39154 

Attorney for licensee: Nicholas S. 
Reynolds, Esquire, Bishop, Liberman, 
Cook, Purcell and Reynolds, 1200 17th 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20036 

NRC Project Director: Lester S. 
Rubenstein 


Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, et 
al., Docket No. 50-245, Millstone Nuclear 
Power Station, Unit No. 1, New London 
County, Connecticut 


Date of application for amendment: 
May 15, 1987 

Brief description of amendment: The 
proposed amendment would delete the 
list of hydraulic and mechanical 
snubbers in Tables 3.6.1.a and 3.6.1.b, 
reduce the number of additional 
snubbers to be tested for every failed 
snubber discovered during functional 
testing, add a surveillance requirement 
for the snubber service life program, and 
clarify the visual inspection acceptance 
criteria and functional test requirements. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
Changes to the snubber population 


resulted from work accomplished during 
the 1985 refueling outage. Subsequently, 
additional snubbers were placed on the 
safety-related snubber lists in the 
station procedures. Generic Letter 84-13 
concluded that the inclusion of snubber 
listings within the Technical 
Specifications is not necessary provided 
the snubbers are required to be 
operable. Therefore, the licensee has 
proposed, consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, to 
delete Tables 3.6.1.a and 3.6.1.b, 
Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1 and 
3.6.1.6; to amend Technical 
Specifications 3.6.1.2, 3.6.1.3, 3.6.1.4, 
3.6.1.5, 4.6.1.2, 4.6.1.3, and 4.6.1.4; and to 
add Technical Specification 4.6.1.5. 

(1)The snubber listings currently in’ 
the station procedures would be 
maintained and updated as appropriate, 
and would be subject to the more 
stringent surveillance requirements as 
outlined in the proposed technical 
specifications 

(2)The required number of additional 
snubbers to be tested for every failed 
snubber discovered during the 
functional testing would be reduced 
from 10% to 5% of the total number of: 
snubbers of that type. 

This change is consistent with the 
conclusions of the ASME-OM-4 
evaluation which asserted that a retest 
of 5.0% of the original sample (i.e., 5% 
sample size of that type of snubber) ~ 
provided adequate conservatism 
associated with snubber surveillance 
testing. The staff has previously 
concurred with these conclusions. 

(3)A surveillance requirement for the 
snubber service life program would be 
added. i 

The intent of this new requirement is 
to ensure that the service life of the 
snubber is not exceeded between 
surveillance inspections. This represents 
a more stringent surveillance 
requirement. 

(4)Clarification of the visual 
inspection acceptance criteria and 
functional retest requirements would be 
added. 

These clarifying statements serve to 
better define snubber operability and to 
assure the retesting of the current 
snubbers after failure of the functional 
test in prior outages. 

The licensee has reviewed the 
proposed changes pursuant to 10 CFR 
50.59 and has determined that they do 
not constitute an unreviewed safety 
question. The probability of occurrence 
or the consequences of an accident or 
malfunction of equipment important to 
safety (i.e., safety-related) previously 
evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis 
Report have not been increased. The 
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, possibility for an accident or 

' malfunction of a different type than any 
evaluated previously in the Final Safety 
Analysis Report has not been created. 
There has not been a reduction in the 
margin of safety as defined in the basis 
for any Technical Specification. These 
proposed changes will not result in 
physical changes to the plant or changes 
in the way the plant is operated. Hence, 
there is no effect on the design basis 
accident analyses. 

The licensee has also reviewed the 
proposed changes in accordance with 10 
CFR 50.92 and has concluded that they 
do not involve a significant hazards 
consideration in that these changes 
would not: 

1.Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously analyzed. There are 
no physical changes to the plant as a 
result of the proposed changes; 
therefore, previously analyzed accidents 
are not affected. 

2.Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
previously analyzed. Since there are no 
changes in the way the plant is 
operated, the potential for an 
unanalyzed accident is not created 
because no new failure modes are 
introduced. 

3.Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The proposed changes 
to the Technical Specifications will not 
significantly reduce the surveillance 
testing requirements. 

The proposed changes have no effect 
on the intent of the original Technical 
Specifications. No changes in the intent 
of current surveillance testing will 
result. The changes will more easily 
accommodate future additions or 
deletions to the safety-related snubber 
listings because a formal license 
amendment will not be required. 
However, any changes in snubber 
quantities, types, or locations would be 
a change to the facility, and such 
changes would continue to be evaluated 
against the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59, 
and would be reflected in plant records 
as appropriate. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Waterford Public Library, 49 
Rope Ferry Road, Waterford, 
Connecticut 06385. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald Garfield, 
Esquire, Day, Berry, & Howard, 
Counselors at Law, City Place, Hartford, 
Connecticut 06103-3499. 

NRC Project Director: Cecil O. 
Thomas. 
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Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, et 
al., Docket No. 50-423, Millstone Nuclear 
Power Station, Unit No. 2, New London 
County, Connecticut 


Date of amendment request: Partial 
response to the application dated June 
25, 1987 

Description of amendment request: By 
application for license amendment 
dated June 25, 1987, Northeast Nuclear 
Energy Company, et al. (the licensee), 
requested changes to the Technical 
Specifications (TS) for Millstone Unit 2 
regarding hydraulic seismic restraints 
(snubbers), TS 3/4.7.8.1, as follows: (1) 
the TS Table that explicitly lists the 
snubbers that are required to be 
operable and undergo surveillance 
would be eliminated and (2) the TS 
numbering system for TS 3/4.7.8.1 would 
be changed. The third proposed change 
to the snubber TS, which would allow 
the licensee to perform an engineering 
evaluation to determine a snubber 
supported system/component to be 
operable with an inoperable snubber, 
will be addressed in future 
correspondence. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
On May 3,.1984 the NRC issued Generic 
Letter (GL) 84-13, “Technical 
Specifications for Snubbers”. The 
contents of GL 84-13 state, in part: 

During the last several years, a large 
number of license amendments have been 
required to add, delete or modify the snubber 
listing within the technical specifications. We 
have reassessed the inclusion of snubber 
listings within the technical specifications 
and conclude that such listings are not 
necessary provided the snubber technical 
specification is modified to specify which 
snubbers are required to be operable, You 
should also note that the recordkeeping 
requirements of paragraph 4.9.7.f of the 
snubber technical specification are not 
altered by this revision. Paragraph 4.9.7.f 
requires that the plant records contain a 
record of the service life, installation date, 
etc. of each snubber. Since any changes in 
snubber quantities, types, or locations would 
be a change to the facility, such changes 
would be subject to the provisions of 10 CFR 
Part 50.59 and, of course, these changes 
would have to be reflected in the records 
required by paragraph 4.7.9.f. 

The licensee's June 25, 1987 
application for license amendment is 
responsive to GL 84-13 in that it 
proposes the deletion of the TS snubber 
listing. As recommended by GL 84-13, a 
revised Limiting Condition for 
Operation, (LCO) and associated Action 
Statement, replaces the snubber list. The 
proposed LCO and Action Statement 
define which snubbers must be operable 
(and undergo surveillance) and also 
provides appropriate remedial actions. 

The proposed change to TS 3/4.7.8.1 
does not involve a significant increase 


in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated. Since no 
change in the number, location or 
operability of snubbers will result from 
the proposed TS change, system/ 
components supported by the snubbers 
can be expected to respond within 
evaluated limits under normal (thermal 
expansion) and abnormal (seismic) 
conditions. The proposed change to the 
TS will not create the possibility of a 
new or different type of accident, The 
function of a snubber is to move slowly 
to allow for thermal expansion of the 
supported component and to “lock-up” 
to restrain the component under seismic 
conditions. No. new snubber function is 
created by the proposed TS change and 
thus no new or different types of 
accidents are created. Finally, the 
proposed change to the TS-would not 
involve a significant reduction in a 
safety margin. No changes to the seismic 
capability of systems or components is 
involved and thus no decrease in the 
seismic safety margins will occur. 
Accordingly, the Commission proposes 
to determine that the above-described 
changes to TS 3/4.7.8.1 involve no 
significant hazards considerations. 

The licensee has also proposed 
renumbering existing TS 3/4.7.8.1 as 3/ 
4.7.8. This change has been proposed 
since there is no TS 3/4.7.8.2, 

On March 6, 1986, the NRC published 
guidance in the Federal Register (51. FR 
7751) concerning examples of 
amendments that are not likely to 
involve a.significant hazards 
consideration. One example provided in 
51 FR 7751 of amendments not likely to 
involve significant hazards 
considerations is example (i) which 
involves “A purely administrative 
change to technical specifications: for 
example, a change to achieve 
consistency throughout the technical 
specifications, correction of an error, or 
a change in nomenclature”. The 
proposed renumbering of the subject TS 
is within the example (i) noted above. 
Accordingly, the Commission proposes 
to determine that the proposed change 
to the TS involves no significant hazards 
considerations. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Waterford Public Library, 49 
Rope Ferry Road, Waterford, 
Connecticut 06385 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald Garfield, 
Esquire, Day, Berry and Howard, One 
Constitution Plaza, Hartford, 
Connecticut 06103 

NRC Project Director: John F. Stolz 
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Northern States Power Company, 
Docket No. 50-263, Monticello Nuclear 
Generating Plant, Wright County, 
Minnesota 


Date of amendment request: October 
3, 1986. 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed change would revise the 
wording of Technical Specifications 
3.9.A and 3.9.B to reflect the existence of 
a third source of offsite power for 
supplying auxiliary electrical power. 
The Bases for Section 3.9 would also be 
revised to reflect the additional source. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 €FR-50.92)..A proposed amendment 
to an operating: license for a facility 
involves no significant: hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new.or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

During the 1986 refueling and 
maintenance outage, a major 
improvement was made with the 
addition of a third source of offsite 
power for the safeguards buses at 
Monticello. Anew source of auxiliary 
power, independently regulated and fed 
from the 345KV substation, was 
installed. No. 11 auxiliary transformer, 
which was fed from the generator output 
bus, was removed. 

The proposed amendment would 
revise the Technical Specifications to 
recognize an additional source of offsite 
power available to supply the 
safeguards buses. 

The licensee has evaluated the 
proposed changes to the Technical 
Specifications and determined they do 
not constitute a significant hazards 
consideration for the following reasons: 

The additional source of offsite power 
significantly improves the reliability and 
flexibility of the station auxiliary power 
system. The probability of a loss of 
voltage or degraded voltage to the 
station safeguards buses is significantly 
reduced. The proposed amendment will 
require the availability of at least two 
offsite sources prior to critical operation 
just as the existing Technical 
Specifications do. Therefore, this change 
has no effect on the probability of loss 
of offsite power or the reliability of the 
power supply to plant safeguards 





equipment and there is no increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
analyzed accident. 

The proposed Technical Specification 
changes deal exclusively with the offsite 
auxiliary electrical power supplies for 
the Monticello plant. They reflect the 
addition of an additional full capacity 
offsite source of auxiliary power to the 
plant. The plant is designed to respond 
to design basis accidents assuming the 
coincident loss of offsite power. The 
analyses reported in Section 14 of the 
Safety Analysis Report make this 
assumption. The intent of the additional 
offsite source is to improve the 
reliability of offsite power. Assuming, 
however, that this modification and the 
requested Technical Specification 
change could in some way result in a 
reduction in this reliability, no new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated would be 
created since loss of offsite power is 
assumed. 

The proposed Technical Specification 
wording change will recognize the 
addition to the plant of another full 
capacity source of offsite auxiliary 
electrical power. This source will 
significantly improve the reliability and 
stability of the power source to the 
safeguards buses. The proposed change 
will not, therefore, involve a reduction 
in the margin of safety. The staff has 
reviewed the licensee's analysis and 
agrees with the conclusions. 

On the basis of the above, the staff 
proposes to determine that the proposed 
technical specification changes do not 
involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Minneapolis Public Library, 
Technology and Science Department, 
300 Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota 55401. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037. 

NRC Project Director: David L. 
Wigginton, Acting. 


Northern States Power Company, 
Docket No. 50-263, Monticello Nuclear 
Generating Plant, Wright County, 
Minnesota 


Date of amendment request: April 9, 
1987 and June 15, 1987. 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment to the 
technical specifications would permit 
the interval between the first and 
second containment integrated leak rate 
tests (ILRT’s) in the second 10-year 
service period to exceed by a few 
months the 40 + 10 month interval 


between tests specified in the Technical 
Specifications. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
in 10 CFR 50.92{c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed Technical Specification 
changes deal exclusively with a one- 
time relief of approximately 3 months to 
perform the second overall integrated 
containment leakage rate tests required 
during the second 10-year service 
period. This test can be performed only 
during refueling outages. Due to the 
current outage schedule, the requirement 
for test intervals of 40 + 10 months and 
the requirement that the last test of a 
series be conducted during the 10-year 
ASME Code Section XI inservice 
inspection outage cannot both be met. 
The proposed minor increase in 
specified test interval to allow a test in 
1989 would resolve this conflict. The 
staff has reviewed and agrees with the 
licensee’s evaluation of the requested 
changes. 

On this basis, the Commission 
proposes to determine that the proposed 
actions involve no significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Minneapolis Public Library, 
Technology and Science Department, - 


- 300 Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis, 


Minnesota 55401. 

Attorney for licensee: Gerald 
Charnoff, Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: David L. 
Wigginton, Acting. 


Pennsylvania Power and Light 
Company, Docket No. 50-387 
Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 1, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: 
December 9, 1986 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 1 Technical Specifications to 
support modifications which improve 
the containment isolation function and 
testability of the feedwater system. 
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Specifically, the proposed changes 
consist of: 

(1) a change to Table 3.6.3-1 (Primary 
Containment Isolation Valves) replacing 
two reactor water cleanup (RWCU) 
manual isolation valves with two new 
gate valves. The valves being replaced 
(HV-144F042 and HV-144F104) are not 
being removed from the plant, but will 
not serve as containment isolation 
valves. 

(2) two new containment isolation 
valves, HV-14182A&B, are being added 
to the list of valves in Table 3.8,.4.2-1 
(Motor-Operated Valves Thermal 
Overload Protection) because they are 
equipped with thermal overload bypass 
circuitry. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s 
request and concurs with the following 
basis and conclusions provided by the 
licensee in its December 9, 1986 
submittal. 

(I) The proposed changes do not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

Final Safety Analyses Report (FSAR) 
Section 5.4.8.2 states that the RWCU System 
is classified as a primary Power Generation 
System and is not an Engineered Safety 
Feature. The FSAR describes the function of 
the HV-1F042 and HV-1F104 system return 
valves as long term leakage control. 
Instantaneous reverse flow isolation is 
provided by the G33-1F039A&B check valves, 
further downstream in the RWCU piping. The 
modification will reassign the long term 
leakage control function from valves HV- 
F1F042 and HV-1F0104 to the new valves HV- 
14182A&B. The location of the new valves 
will be downstream from the G33-1F039A&B 
check valves and will not alter their present 
function of instantaneous reverse flow 
isolation. The motor-operated HV-14182A&B 
isolation valves will function as 
positiveclosing containment isolation valves 
for the RWCU branch connections to 
Feedwater penetrations X-9A and X-9B and 
will not increase the probability of an 
accident or malfunction of equipment related 
to safety. 
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(II) The proposed changes do not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. FSAR Section 5.4.8.2 describes the 
safety-related portions of the RWCU System. 
This modification will improve RWCU 
capability to serve these safety-related 
functions by reducing containment valve 
leakage via new containment isolation valves 
HV-14182A&B. FSAR Section 6.2.4.3.2.1 
identifies the safety-related function of the 
Feedwater containment isolation valves. This 
modification will not alter the present 
function of the Feedwater valves and is not 
likely to create a possibility for an accident 
or malfunction of a different type than is 
already evaluated in the FSAR. 

(III) The proposed changes do not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 

As noted above, the containment 
isolation for the affected feedwater 
penetrations will be improved by the 
addition of the new valves, because they 
will not be used for throttling purposes. 
Therefore the margin of safety defined 
by the containment isolation function 
will not be reduced. 

Based on the above considerations, 
the Commission proposes to determine 
that the proposed changes do not 
involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Loca! Public Document Room 
location: Osterhout Free Library, 
Reference Department, 71 South 
Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania 18701 

Attorney for licensee: jay Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Pennsylvania Power and Light 
Company, Docket No. 50-387 
Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 1, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: June 19, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 1 Technical Specifications Table 
3.8.4.1-1 to include four new circuit 
breakers that will be installed during the 
forthcoming refueling and inspection 
outage of Unit 1. The Technical 
Specifications Table 3.8.4.1-1 relates to 
primary containment penetration 
conductor overcurrent protective 
devices which ensure that primary and 
backup overcurrent protection circuit 
breakers are demonstrated operable by 
the performance of periodic 
surveillance. The modification to 
incorporate new circuit breakers will 
enhance the overcurrent protection of 
the penetrations. The new breakers 
being installed are thermal-magnetic 
and will trip prior to load device failure, 


thereby assuring protection of the 
primary containment penetration seals. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s 
request and concurs with the following 
basis and conclusions provided by the 
licensee in its June 19, 1987 submittal. 

I. The proposed changes do not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

The addition of redundant overcurrent 
protection for the subject penetrations will 
increase the reliability of the detection and 
isolation of short circuits. Therefore, the 
probability of a failure of the penetration seal 
being a contributor to an accident scenario is 
decreased. 

Il. The proposed changes do not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previousiy 
evaluated. ‘ 

The addition of redundant protection 
enhances its reliability. The new circuit 
breakers are of the same high quality as the 
existing ones, i.e. molded case and thermal 
magnetic. Failure of this redundant protection 
to detect and isolate a short circuit current 
will not create a malfunction different than 
any one that could be postulated without it 
installed. 

Ill. The proposed changes do not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 

As stated in I. above, the detection and 
isolation of short circuit currents is enhanced 
by this modification. This action therefore 
increases the safety margin associated with 
penetration protection. 

Based on the above considerations, the 
Commission proposes to determine that the 
proposed changes involve no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Osterhout Free Library, 
Reference Department, 71 South 
Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania 18701 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Pennsylvania Power and Light 
Company, Docket No. 50-387 
Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 1, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: June 19, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment would revise 
the Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Unit 1 Technical Specifications in 
support of the forthcoming fuel reload 
for Cycle 4 operation. Specifically, the 
licensee has requested to change the 
following parts of the Technical 
Specifications: 

(1) Definitions 1.2 and 1.13, related to 
fuel exposure and fraction of limiting 
power density 

(2) Specification 3/4.2.1, related to 
Average Planar Linear Heat Generation 
Rate 

(3) Specification 3/4.2.2, related to 
Average Power Range Monitor (APRM) 
Setpoints 

(4) Specification 3/4.2.3, related to 
Minimum Critical Power Ratio {MCPR) 

(5) Specification 3/4.2.4, related to 
Linear Heat Generation Rate (LHGR) 

(6) Specification 3/4.4.1.1-2, related to 
Recirculation Loops - Single Loop 
Operation 

(7) Specification 5.3.1, related to Fuel 
Assemblies 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92{c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
request and concurs with the following 
basis and conclusions provided by the 
licensee in its June 19, 1987 submittal. 

The following three questions are 
addressed for each of the proposed Technical 
Specification changes: 

I. Does the proposed change involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated? 

II. Does the proposed change create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 

III. Does the proposed change involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

Definition 1.2, Average Exposure 
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I. No. Currently, no definition number is 
provided for Average Bundle Exposure. To 
correct this, the definitions of Average 
Bundle Exposure and Average Planar 
Exposure are proposed to be grouped under 
“Average Exposure”. This relabeling is 
administrative in nature since neither 
existing definition is changing. 

Il. No. See I. above. 

Ill. No. See I. above. 

Definition 1.13, Fraction of Limiting Power 
Density 

I. No. This change is administrative in 
nature; the definition was altered to reflect 
the appropriate Linear Heat Generation Rate 
(LHGR)} to be used in determining the 
Fraction of Limiting Power Density, since and 
LHGR curve specifically for determination of 
APRM setpoints has been provided in this 
analysis. This is justified under Specification 
3/4.2.2, APRM setpoints. 

Il. No. See I. above. 

Ill. No. See I. above. 

Specification 3/4.2.1, Average Planar 
Linear Hect Generation Rate 

The changes to this specification reflect the 
addition of appropriate limits for Cycle 4 
ANF 9x9 (XN-3) fuel, and editorial changes to 
replace references to “Exxon” with “ANF”. 

I. No. The editorial changes to correct the 
vendor reference are wholly administrative 
and have no impact on any safety analysis. 
The new Figure 3.2.1-3 illustrates the 
MAPLHGR limits for XN-3 fuel. These limits 
are based on an SNF analysis of the Loss of 
Coolant Accident analysis, operation within 
the proposed MAPLHGR remains below 
2200&F, local Zr-H20 reaction remains below 
17%, and core-wide hydrogen production 
remains below 1% for the limiting LOCA as 
required by 10CFR50. 

With respect to GE and ANF 8x8 fuel, the 
Reload Summary Report shows that the XN-3 
fuel is hydraulically and neutronically 
compatible with both fuel types. Therefore 
the existing MAPLHGR limits provided in 
Figures 3.2.1-1 and 3.2.1-2 remain applicable 
for Unit 1 Cycle 4 operation. 

Il. No. Although there are obvious physical 
differences between the XN-3 fuel and the GE 
and ANF 8x8 fuel, there are no significant 
differences in their operating characteristics. 
Therefore, the addition of XN-3 fuel in the 
Cycle 4 core does not create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated. 

Ill. No. The analyses performed were done 
in accordance with 10CFR50 Appendix K and 
did not predict a significant reduction in any 
safety margin. The methodology used to 
perform the Cycle 4 safety analyses contain 
similar inherent conservatism to those which 
supported the Cycle 3 core. 

Specification 3/4.2.2, APRM Setpoints 

This specification has been changed to 
explicitly define T for GE fuel and ANF fuel. 
Since for ANF fuel T is dependent on a 
transient-based LHGR, a new figure, 3.2.2-1, 
has been provided. 

’ I. No. For GE fuel, the method of 
calculating T has not changed. Clarification 
was simply provided to ensure that T was 
properly determined. This part of the change 
is therefore editorial. 

For ANF fuel, the T factor is modified by 
an exposure dependent LHGR which is based 


on ANF's Protection Against Fuel Failure 
(PAFF) line shown on Figure 3.4 of SN-NF-85- 
67, Revision 1. This LHGR is provided in new 
Figure 3.2.2-1, which corresponds to the ratio 
of PAFF/1.2. Under this limit, cladding and 
fuel integrity are protected during anticipated 
operational occurrences (AOO's), including 
an overpower condition for transients 
initiated from partial power. Therefore, this 
change will ensure fuel design limits are not 
violated. 

Il. No. Again, for GE fuel the change is 
editorial. For ANF fuel, as stated in (I) above, 
the new LHGR limit provides assurance that 
cladding and fuel integrity are protected 
during AOO’s. Since the ANF fuel is 
hydraulically and neutronically compatible 
with GE fuel, no new events were postulated 
to occur. 

lll. No. For GE fuel, no change has 
occurred. For ANF fuel, the method for 
determining T has been shown to provide 
appropriate protection against 1% clad strain 
and fuel centerline melting; therefore, no 
significant reduction in safety margin has 
occurred. 

Specification 3/4.2.3, Minimum Critical 
Power Ratio 

I. The plant transient model used to 
evaluate the system effects of the Feedwater 
Controller Failure and Load Reject Without 
Bypass transients is ANF’s CONTRANSA 
code... This output was utilized by the 
XCOBRA-T methodology... to determine 
Delta CPRs. The CONTRANSA code has 
been used in support of SSES Unit 2 Cycle 2, 
and has been approved by the NRC. 

All core-wide transients were analyzed 
deterministically (i.e., using bounding values 
of input parameters). 

Based on the above, the method used to 
develop operating limit MCPRs for the 
Technical Specifications does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

Il. No. The Methodology described can 
only be evaluated for its affect on the 
consequences of analyzed events; it cannot 
create new ones. The consequences of 
analyzed events were evaluated in I. above. 

Ill. No. As stated in I. above, the 
methodology used to evaluate core-wide 
transients is consistent or more realistic than 
previously approved methods and meets all 
pertinent regulatory requirements for use in 
this application. Therefore, its use will not 
result in a significant decrease in any margin 
of safety. 

Specification 3/4.2.4, Linear Heat 
Generation Rate 

The changes to this specification 
reflect editorial changes to replace 
references to “ENC” with “ANF”, to 
revise the limits for ANF 8x8 fuel, and to 
add appropriate limits for ANF 9x9 (XN- 
3) fuel. . 

I. No. The editorial change to correct the . 
vendor reference are wholly administrative 
and have no impact on any safety analysis. 
Revised Figure 3.2.4.2-1 and new Figure 
3.2.4.2-2 reflect appropriate LHGR limits for 
ANF fuel under steady-state conditions. 
These figures are based on information 
provided in the fuel mechanical design 
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analysis (XN-NF-85-67, Rev. 1) and assures 
margin to design limits for the life of the fuel. 

Il. No. This change reflects appropriate 
limits which ensure compliance with all 
relevant fuel mechanical design criteria. 
Application of these limits will not create the 
possibility of a new or different accident. 

Ill. No. the mechanical design report which 
forms the basis for these LHGR limits is the 
same analyses which was approved in 
support of Unit 2 cycle 2 operation. These 
analyses ensure appropriate safety margin to 
fuel mechanical design limits for all 
anticipated operational occurrences 
throughout the life of the fuel. 

Specification 3/4.4.1.1.2, Recirculation 
Loops-Single Loop Operation 

I. No. Three editorial changes are being 
proposed: a reference to Exxon is changed to 
ANF; a reference to the new Figure 3.2.1-3 is 
provided (this was justified under 
Specification 3/4.2.1}; and a typographical 
error in the APRM - Flow Biased Trip 
Setpoint under 3.4.1.1.2.a.5.b is corrected. 
These changes are administrative and 
therefore do not impact any safety analysis 
(again, the new Figure 3.2.1-3 was considered 
previously). 

Il. No. See I. above. 

Ill. No. See I. above. 

Specification 5.3.1, Fuel Assemblies 

I. No. As written, this specification 
provides GE and ANF 8x8 general core 
design information. The proposed changes 
provide the same information for the ANF 
9x9 fuel being introduced in Cycle 4. This 
general information was part of a much more 
elaborate set of inputs used to generate the 
attached analyses and the Technical 
Specification limits discussed above. Since 
the Technical Specifications and associated 
analyses have been shown not to increase 
the probability or consequences of any 
previous evaluation, the proposed change to 
this section is primarily editorial and 
therefore will not degrade the current level of 
safety at Susquehanna SES Unit 1. 

Il. No. See I. above. 

Ill. No. See I. above. 

Based on the above considerations, 
the Commission proposes to determine 
that the proposed changes involve no 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Jocation: Osterhout Free Library, 
Reference Department, 71 South 
Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania 18701 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Pennsylvania Power and Light 
Company, Docket Nos. 50-387 and 50- 
388 Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Units 1 and 2, Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: April 13, 
1987 
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Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
the Susquehanna Steam Electric Station 
(SSES) Units 1 and 2 Technical 
Specifications to make the Surveillance 
requirements for the Standby Gas 
Treatment System (SGTS) exhaust high 
radiation isolation instrumentation 
consistent with its applicability 
requirements. 


Table 4.3.2.1-1 currently requires valid 
surveillance prior to entry into 
Operational Conditions 4 or 5 regardless 
of whether venting or purging is 
planned. The proposed change would 
modify the applicability requirements 
for Operational Conditions 4 and 5 such 
that the SGTS exhaust high radiation 
instrumentation be operable only when 
venting or purging the drywell in 
accordance with the Technical 
Specification Section 3.11.2.8. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 


The staff has reviewed the licensee’s 
request and concurs with the following 
basis and conclusions provided by the 
licensee in its April 13, 1987 submittal. 

The proposed changes do not: 

(1) Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

The safety function of the subject 
instrumentation during Operational 
Conditions 4 and 5 is to isolate the 
containment purge and nitrogen makeup 
valves upon sensing a predetermined 
radiation level at the SGTS exhaust vent 
during venting or purging operations. The 
subject change will ensure that the 
instrumentation will have valid surveillances 
on record prior to performing venting or 
purging, thereby ensuring a high reliability of 
the isolation function. It is unnecessary to 
require surveillance requirements to be met 
when the instrumentation is not required to 
be operable. Since the proposal is not 
affecting the reliability of the safety function 
but is simply deleting an unnecessary 
restriction, no previous accident evaluation is 
impacted. 

(2) Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated, 


Since no changes to the design or operation 
of the subject instrumentation is proposed, no 
new event requiring evaluation is required. 

(3) Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

As explained in (1) above, the period of 
operation when the safety function of the 
instrumentation is required is unaffected by 
the proposed change; therefore safety margin 
is not impacted. 

Based on the above consideration, the 
Commission proposes to determine that 
the proposed changes do not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Osterhout Free Library, 
Reference Department, 71 South 
Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania 18701 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Pennsylvania Power and Light 
Company, Docket Nos. 50-387 and 50- 
388 Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Units 1 and 2, Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: April 13, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
the Susquehanna Steam Electric Station 
(SSES) Units 1 and 2 Technical 
Specifications Section 3.6.5.3 related to 
the Standby Gas Treatment System 
(SGTS). Technical Specification 3.6.5.3 
presently requires that upon losing both 
trains of SGTS, the Technical 
Specifications Section 3.0.3 be invoked 
and within one hour the licensee is to 
proceed to plant shutdown. The 
proposed change to Section 3.6.5.3 
would allow the licensee 4 hours to 
restore at least one inoperable SGTS 
subsystem to operable status. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
request and concurs with the following 
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basis and conclusions provided by the 
licensee in its April 13, 1987 submittal. 

The proposed change does not: 

(1) Involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

The proposed change affects the allowed 
restoration time of the SGTS, and this can 
impact the existing accident analyses only if 
the time is increased to the point where the 
system cannot be assumed to perform its 
safety function when required. This is not the 
case, here, since the proposed increase (from 
1 to 4 hours) is consistent with the currently 
allowed restoration time for the safety 
function that SGTS is supporting. 

(2) Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated. 

Neither the design nor the operation of the 
SGTS have been affected by the proposed 
change; therefore, no new events are required 
to be evaluated. 

(3) Involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

This change, in terms of impact on safety 
margin has been qualitatively assessed as an 
insignificant degradation if it is one at all. 
This degradation is representative of the 
“extra” safety margin provided by shutting 
the unit down sooner when SGTS is the 
reason Secondary Containment Integrity has 
been violated. This is insignificant for two 
main reasons: 

(a) It has been shown that Secondary 
Containment Integrity can be violated for up 
to 4 hours and that this should be 
independent of the reason for the violation, 
and 

(b) Some positive safety margin is incurred 
through fewer shutdowns due to SGTS 
inoperability, coupled with the fact that less 
restoration work will have to be performed 
while the unit is proceeding to shutdown and 
is therefore in a transient condition. 

Based on the above considerations, 
the Commission proposes to determine 
that the proposed change does not 
involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Osterhout Free Library, 
Reference Department, 71 South 
Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania 18701 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street NW.., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Pennsylvania Power and Light 
Company, Docket Nos. 50-387 and 50- 
388 Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, 
Units 1 and 2, Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania 


Date of amendment request: June 10, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendments would revise 
the Susquehanna Steam Electric Station 





Units 1 and 2 Technical Specifications 
related to load profiles for batteries 
1D612 and 1D622. The proposed changes 
are intended to accommodate the 
installation of Alternate Rod Injection 
solenoid valves in compliance with 
Anticipated Transients Without Scram 
(ATWS) rule. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; (2) create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
request and concurs with the following 
basis and conclusions provided by the 
licensee in its June 10, 1987 submittal. 

The proposed changes do not: 

(1) Involve an increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. FSAR Section 8.3.2.1.1.4 states the 
station batteries have sufficient capacity 
without the charger, to independently supply 
the required loads for 4 hours. The Technical 
Specifications require the batteries be 
surveilled to a dummy load which is greater 
than the design loads. To demonstrate the 
batteries have adequate capacity to supply 
the proposed load profile, a calculation was 
performed by our Engineering department. 
This calculation - in part - is based on IEEE 
485. In particular, cell sizing worksheets were 
prepared for the new Joads. These 
worksheets determine the number of positive 
plates the specific battery must have to 
supply the given load profile. For the 
proposed profile, and considering worst case 
which is a battery electrolyte temperature of 
60&F, the 1D612 and 1D622 batteries were 
demonstrated to have adequate capacity. 

(2) Create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated. As stated in Part (1), 
the batteries have sufficient capacity for the 
proposed load profile, thus enabling them to 
perform their intended function. Any 
postulated accident resulting from this 
change is bound by previous analysis. 

(3) Involve a reduction in the margin of 
safety. In accordance with 450, the 
related battery capacity is 25 percent greater 
than required. This margin allows 
replacement of the battery when its capacity 
has decreased to 80 percent of its rated 
capacity (100 percent of design load). This 
margin has been maintained and included as 
part of the calculation referred to in Part (1). 

Based on the above considerations, 
the Commission proposes to determine 


that the proposed changes involve no 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Osterhout Free Library, 
Reference Department, 71 South 
Franklin Street, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania 18701 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esquire, Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Public Service Electric & Gas Company, 
Docket No. 50-354, Hope Creek 
Generating Station, Salem County, New 
Jersey 


Date of amendment request: June 39, 
1987, supplementing previous 
amendment request dated May 22, 1987 

Description of amendment request: 
This submittal augments the supporting 
information provided in the May 22, 
1987 submittal which was noticed in the 
Federal Register on July 1, 1987 (52 FR 
24557). This submital provides 
additional details concerning the 
supporting information related to the 
proposal to change the Technical 
Specification Steam Line Radiation 
High-High trip function setpoint in order 
to permit hydrogen injection testing. 
Specifically, this submittal states that 
the licensee will follow the separation 
distance for the hydrogen tube trailer 
that is specified in the draft January 
1987 EPRI “Guidelines for Permanent 
BWR Hydrogen Water Chemistry 
Installations.” These EPRI guidelines 
specify a more conservative (greater) 
separation distance for the hydrogen 
tube trailer than specified by the code 
and committed to by the licensee in its 
May 22, 1987 submittal (NFPA Code No. 
50A). The submittal also provides 
additional discussion of actions taken to 
minimize personnel exposure during the 
test. It further states that chlorine is not 
stored on site. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
This submittal does not change the 
amendment requested by the licensee in 
its May 22, 1987 submittal which the 
staff proposed to determine does not 
involve a significant hazards 
consideration (52 FR 24557). It makes'a 
commitment to separation distance for 
the hydrogen tube trailer that is more 
conservative than proposed in the 
previously noticed submittal and notes 
that there is no chlorine stored on the 
site (another conservatism). 
Accordingly, the staff proposes to 
determine that the proposed 
amendment, as supplemented by this 
June 30, 1987 submittal, does not involve 
a significant hazards consideration. 
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Local Public Document Room 
location: Pennsville Public library, 190 S. 
Broadway, Pennsville, New Jersey 08070 

Attorney for licensee: Troy B. Conner, 
Jr.. Esquire, Conner and Wetterhahn, 
1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20006 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Public Service Electric & Gas Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-272 and 50-311, Salem 
Nuclear Generating Station, Unit Nos. 2 
and 2, Salem County, New Jersey 


Date of amendment request: March 10, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment consists of 
increasing the boron concentration 
limits in the Refueling Water Storage 
Tanks and Accumulators. These 
changes are being requested to 
accommodate the use of high energy, 
low leakage cores for future Unit 1 and 2 
reloads. Also included are several 
changes to various related specifications 
which are being made to provide 
uniformity between Salem Unit 1 and 
Unit 2 Technical Specifications. 

Specifically, the following changes are 
being requested: 

(1) Increase of the required RWST 
boron concentration range from 2000- 
2200 ppm to 2300-2500 ppm - Units 1 and 
2 


(2) Increase of the required 
Accumulator boron concentration range 
from 1900-2200 ppm to 2200-2500 ppm - 
Units 1 and 2 

(3) Increase Units 1 and 2 RWST 
Mode 5 and 6 required volume from 
9,690 gallons to 12,500 gallons 

(4) Increase Units 1 and 2 maximum 
expected boration capability 
requirement from 75,000 gallons to 
85,000 gallons (Basis only) 

(5) Change Unit 1 Mode 1 thru 3 
accumulator volume range from 6380- 
6657 to 6223-6500 

(6) Change Unit 1 Boric Acid Tank 
(BAT) boron concentration range from 
20,100-21,800 to 20,000-22,500 ppm Boron 

(7) Change Unit 1 Boron Injection 
Tank (BIT) Boron concentration range 
from 20,100-21,800 to 20,000-22,500 ppm 
Boron 

(8) Change Unit RWST Mode 1 thru 4 
required volume range from 364,000- 
400,000 to 364,500-400,000 gallons 

(9) Changes on LCOs related to heat 
tracing requirements to make units 
consistent internally and with the 
Westinghouse Standard Technical 
Specifications. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The licensee has determined that the 
proposed changes involve no significant 
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hazards consideration under the 
provisions of 10 CFR 50.92. A safety 
analysis was performed to assess the 
impact of increasing the boron 
concentration ranges for the RWST and 
Accumulators. Those incidents which 
were found to be sensitive to the above 
changes were evaluated and/or 
analyzed. These incidents include the 
following: 

1. Non-LOCA FSAR transients 

2. Small and Large Break LOCA 

3. Hot Leg Switchover Time 
Calculation 

4. Sump and Spray pH, Hydrogen 
Production, Stress Corrosion, and 
Radiological Consequences 

The results of the safety analysis 
show that for every incident analyzed, 
the safety criteria continue to be fully 
met with ample margin to the applicable 
FSAR limits. Thus, the current safety 
analysis design bases continue to be 
met, and operations of Salem Units 1 
and 2 in accordance with the proposed 
increase of RWST and Accumulator 
Boron Concentration ranges 
amendment: 

(1) would not involve a significant 
increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated for Salem Units 1 and 2, since 
the proposed increase in boron 
concentration ranges showed that the 
current core safety limits were still met. 

(2) in no way creates the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated for 
Salem Units 1 and 2, since no plant 
modifications resulted from this change. 

(3) does not involve a significant 
reduction in the margin of safety since 
the Technical Specification Boron 
Concentration limits are being increased 
to reflect the requirements of the 
extended life core analysis, thus at least 
maintaining current safety margins. 

Additionally, the increase in the 
RWST minimum contained volume from 
9690 gallons to 12,500 gallons in modes 1 
through 4 and the increase in maximum 
boration capability requirement from 
75000 gallons to 85000 gallons resulted 
due to a revision in Westinghouse 
design policy. This revision requires that 
the limiting boron addition to achieve 
cold shutdown be 1300 ppm in taking the 
unit from the End of Life, Hot Full Power 
condition to cold shutdown. The new 
limit offers more core design and 
operational flexibility. These changes 
continue to meet the design bases in the 
current safety analysis. It does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated for Salem 
Units 1 and 2 as the current core safety 
limits continue to be met; it does not 
create a possibility of a new or different 


kind of accident since no plant 
modifications are made and does not 
involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety since the margin of 
safety is being maintained by the 
increased boron requirements. 

Based on the above evaluation, we 
have determined that the proposed 
amendment, revising the RWST and 
Accumulator boron concentration 
ranges and the boration capability 
requirement technical specifications and 
bases do not constitute a significant 
hazards consideration. In addition, the 
Commission has provided guidance and 
examples of amendments that are 
considered not likely to involve 
significant hazards considerations. The 
proposed changes correspond to 
example (vi) as a change which in some 
way may result in some increase in the 
probability or consequences of a 
previously analyzed accident, but are 
within the acceptable criteria for the 
system. 

The various other changes in heat 
tracing requirements, volumes and/or 
concentrations, and bases discussed 
above were administrative in nature and 
either corrected typographical errors or 
corrected inconsistencies between Units 
1 and 2 Technical Specifications in 
accordance with existing analyses since 
the analyses are applicable to both 
units. These changes do not create a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequence of a previously evaluated 
accident, create a new or different kind 
of accident, or involve a significant 
reduction in the margin of safety due to 
their administrative nature. These 
changes correspond to Example (i), (51 
FR 7744), as a purely administrative 
change. 

Therefore, on the basis of the 
licensee's analysis with which the staff 
agrees, and because the proposed 
changes fit the examples cited above, 
the Commission proposes that the 
amendment will not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Salem Free Public library, 112 
West Broadway, Salem, New Jersey 
08079 

Attorney for licensee: Mark J. 
Wetterhahn, Esquire, Conner and 
Wetterhahn, Suite 1050, 1747 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20006 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket 
Nos. 50-327 and 50-328, Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Hamilton 
County, Tennessee 


Date of amendment requests: 
February 27, 1987 (TS 87-01) 


26597 


Description of amendment requests: 
Tennessee Valley Authority proposes to 
amend the technical specifications of 
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2 to 
ensure that directions given by the 
technical specifications regarding 
submittals to the NRC are consistent 
with those determined in the 10 CFR 
Parts 50 and 51 Final Rule as published 
in the Federal Register on November 6, 
1986, and made effective January 5, 1987. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards determination exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). 10 CFR 
50.91 requires that at the time a licensee 
requests an amendment, it must provide 
to the Commission its analyses, using 
the standards in Section 50.92 about the 
issue of no significant hazards 
consideration. Therefore, in accordance 
with 10 CFR 50.91 and 10 CFR 50.92, the 
licensee has performed and provided the 
following analysis. 

Because of varying and sometimes 
conflicting requirements for the submittal of 
information by applicants and licensees, 
confusion has arisen with regard to copy 
requirements and proper submittal 
procedures. In an effort to clarify these 
matters, the NRC issued Regulatory Guide 
10.1 (Revision 4), “Compilation of Reporting 
Requirements for Persons Subject to NRC 
Regulations,” and on August 8, 1982, the 
Director, Division of Licensing, Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation, issued Generic 
Letter 82-14, “Submittal of Documents to the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.” While 
these efforts at clarification resolved much of 
the confusion, these guidance documents 
contain outdated information and, in many 
cases, conflict with requirements in 
regulations or individual licenses. Therefore, 
NRC has issued the 10 CFR Parts 50 and 51 
Final Rule to specify copy requirements and 
provide mailing instructions for submittals to 
NRC. 

Licensees whose technical specifications 
contain submittal directions that conflict with 
those determined in the 10 CFR Parts 50 and 
51 Final Rule were authorized by the Final 
Rule to delete the conflicting directions by 
pen and ink changes to the technical 
specifications. The distribution of these pen 
and ink changes for all controlled copies of 
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant units 1 and 2 
technical specifications has been initiated 
with the subject changes noted as a “Special 
Revision.” For the purpose of complete 
documentation and to formally incorporate 
the pen and ink changes into the licenses of 
the respective units, these changes are also 
being submitted to NRC. 

In its conclusion, the licensee 
addressed the issue of no significant 
hazards consideration as follows: 

(1) Does the proposed amendment involve 
a significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated? 





No. This amendment, already authorized 
by NRC in their determination of the 10 CFR 
Parts 50 and 51 Final Rule, deletes conflicting 
submittal directions contained in the 
technical specifications. In that this 
amendment affects only submittal directions, 
it follows that the amendment results in no 
changes in either the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

(2) Does the proposed amendment create 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 

No. Again, as the amendment only deletes 
conflicting submittal directions contained in 
the technical specifications, the amendment 
does not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated. 

(3) Does the proposed amendment involve 
a significant reduction in margin of safety? 

No. Again, as the amendment only deletes 
conflicting submittal directions contained in 
the technical specifications, the amendment 
involves no reduction in margin of safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. Therefore, the staff 
proposes to determine that the 
application for amendments involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Chattanooga-Hamilton County 
Library, 1001 Broad Street, Chattanooga, 
Tennessee 37402. 

Attorney for licensee: General 
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
400 West Summit Hill Drive, E11 B33, 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902. 

NRC Assistant Director: John A. 
Zwolinski 


Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket 
Nos. 50-327 and 50-328, Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Hamilton 
County, Tennessee 


Date of amendment requests: Apri! 16, 
1987 (TSC 87-21) 

Description of amendment requests: 
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) 
proposes an amendment to the 
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2 
Technical Specifications to correct the 
line items alignment for functional units 
20, reactor trip breakers, and 21, 
automatic trip logic, of Table 3.3-1, 
“Reactor Trip System Instrumentation.” 
Additionally, the channels to trip, 
minimum channels operable, and 
applicable mode requirements for the 
same functional units would be revised 
to be consistent with the Standard 
Technical Specifications (NUREG-0452). 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards determination exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92{c). 10 CFR 


50.91 requires at the time a licensee 
requests an amendment, it must provide 
to the Commission its analyses, using 
the standards in Section 50.92 about the 
issue of no significant hazards 
consideration. TVA has proposed 
amendments which: (1) do not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated because the correction to line 
item alignment is strictly an 
administrative change. The removal of 
the “*” mode for startup and power 
operation is also an administrative 
change because the change only 
involves removing a redundant entry. 
The proposed changes to correct number 
requirements for channels to trip and 
minimum channels operable must be 
made to reflect trip capabilities in the 
shutdown modes. The proposed j 
amendments involve no modifications 
nor changes to the way in which plant 
operation is conducted. (2) Do not create 
the possibility of a new or different kind 
of accident from any previously 
evaluated because it is administrative in 
nature and does not create any new 
situation to those previously analyzed. 
The purpose of the line requirements for 
the reactor trip breakers and automatic 
trip logic has not been changed. And (3), 
do not affect the margin of safety. The 
proposed changes are administrative in 
nature and will not require any 
modifications or alter any testing, 
action, or operating requirement of the 
plant. 

Therefore, the staff proposes to 
determine that the application for 
amendments involves no significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Chattanooga-Hamilton County 
Library, 1001 Broad Street, Chattanooga, 
Tennessee 37402. 

Attorney for licensee: General 
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
400 West Summit Hill Drive, E11 B33, 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902. 

NRC Assistant Director: John A. 
Zwolinski 


Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket 
Nos. 50-327 and 50-328, Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Hamilton 
County, Tennessee 


Date of amendment requests: April 17, 
1987 (TS 87-10) 

Description of amendment requests: 
The proposed amendments would 
increase the surveillance requirements 
(SR) in specifications 4.6.1.8.d.1, 4.7.7.e.1, 
4.7.8.d.1, and 4.9.12.d.1 of both the 
Sequoyah Units 1 and 2 Technical 
Specifications. The amendments 
decrease the maximum allowable 
pressure drop across the high efficiency 
particulate air (HEPA) and charcoal 
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filters in the emergency gas treatment 
system, auxiliary building gas treatment 
system, and the control room emergency 
ventilation system. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Tennessee Valley Authority's 
(TVA) Technical Specification 
Verification Program at Sequoyah 
identified no traceable documented 
basis for the limiting pressure drop 
values currently provided in SR 
4.6.1.8.d.1, 4.7.7.e.1, 4.7.8.d.1, and 
4.9.12.d.1. Consequently, TVA is revising 
these pressure drop values to reflect the 
values used in the engineering design 
calculations. These design calculations 
were performed to determine the fan 
sizing requirements based on the 
desired airflow rate and the pressure 
losses due to the duct configurations, 
dampers, grills, and filters. The 
proposed limiting pressure drop values 
are the pressure drops solely attributed 
to the HEPA filters and charcoal banks 
in the filter train of each system. This 
process would result in a traceable 
documented basis for each of the 
subject pressure drop values. 

The proposed amendments decrease 
the maximum allowable pressure drop 
across the HEPA filters and charcoal 
banks in three ventilation filter 
assemblies. This would require the 
HEPA filters to be replaced more 
frequently than the current TS. This 
provides more assurance that these 
filters would be available during an 
accident. 

The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards determination exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). 10 CFR 
50.91 requires that at the time a licensee 
requests an amendment, it must provide 
the Commission its analyses, using the 
standards in Section 50.92 about the 
issue of no significant hazards 
consideration. Therefore, in accordance 
with 10 CFR 50.91 and 10 CFR 50.92, the 
licensee has performed and provided the 
following analysis. 

(1) Does the proposed amendment involve 
a significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated? 

No. The proposed change is conservative. 
The maximum allowable pressure drops due 
to dirty HEPA and charcoal filters in the 
various air cleanup systems are lowered. This 
change adds additional assurance that these 
filters will be replaced before their function 
or the system's flow capacity is significantly 
degraded. 

(2) Does the proposed amendment create 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 

No. The proposed change will not result in 
any new maintenance procedures, testing, or 
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different operational parameters. Thus, the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident is not created. 

(3) Does the proposed amendment involve 
a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

No. The margin of safety is not reduced. 
The function of these air cleanup systems is 
not compromised. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. Therefore, the staff 
proposes to determine that the 
application for amendments involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Chattanooga-Hamilton County 
Library, 1001 Broad Street, Chattanooga, 
Tennessee 37402. 

Attorney for licensee: General 
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
400 West Summit Hill Drive, E11 B33, 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902. 

NRC Assistant Director: John A. 
Zwolinski 


Tennessee Valley Authority, Docket 
Nos. 50-327 and 50-328, Sequoyah 
Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, Hamilton 
County, Tennessee 


Date of amendment requests: May 22, 
1987 (TS 87-11) 

Description of amendment requests: 
Tennessee Valley Authority proposes to 
amend the Sequoyah Nuclear Plant 
Units 1 and 2 Technical Specifications to 
revise Table 4.11-2, “Radioactive 
Gaseous Waste Monitoring Sampling 
and Analysis Program.” Specifically, 
footnote b of Table 4.11-2 would be 
modified to require sampling to be 
performed using upper and lower 
containment noble gas activity monitors 
rather than the Shield Building stack 
monitor as is currently called for in the 
subject footnote. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards determination exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). 10 CFR 
50.91 requires at the time a licensee 
requests an amendment, it must provide 
to the Commission its analyses, using 
the standards in Section 50.92 about the 
issue of no significant hazards 
consideration. Therefore, in accordance 
with 10 CFR 50.91 and 10 CFR 50.92 the 
licensee has performed and provided the 
following analysis. 

(1) Does the proposed amendment involve 
a significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated? 

No. The proposed amendment would 
provide for a more accurate and timely 
evaluation of the need to perform a sampling 
and analysis of the containment atmosphere 
following shutdown, startup, or a thermal 


power change exceeding 15 percent of rated 
thermal power. The basis for the evaluation 
would be obtained using existing radiation 
monitoring instrumentation. The proposed 
amendment does not change plant hardware, 
plant operating setpoints or limits, or plant 
operating procedures. Thus, the proposed 
amendment involves no increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

(2) Does the proposed amendment create 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 

No. As previously stated, the proposed 
amendment does not change plant hardware, 
plant operating setpoints or limits, or plant 
operating procedures. The proposed 
amendment would only utilize existing 
instrumentation that will provide both a 
representative and timely evaluation of 
containment atmosphere activity. Thus, the 
proposed amendment does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

(3) Does the proposed amendment involve 
a significant reduction in the margin of 
safety? 

No. Again, as previously stated, the 
proposed amendment does not change plant 
hardware, plant operating setpoints or limits, 
or plant operating procedures. The proposed 
amendment would, however, result in the 
utilization of existing instrumentation that 
will provide both a representative and timely 
evaluation of containment atmosphere 
activity. Thus, the proposed amendment 
would involve no reduction in the margin of 
safety, but rather increases the margin of 
safety. 

The staff has reviewed the licensee’s 
no significant hazards consideration 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. Therefore, the staff 
proposes to determine that the 
application for amendments involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Chattanooga-Hamilton County 
Library, 1001 Broad Street, Chattanooga, 
Tennessee 37402. 

Attorney for licensee: General 
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
400 West Summit Hil! Drive, E11 B33, 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902. 

NRC Assistant Director: John A. 
Zwolinski 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-338 and 50-339, North 


Anna Power Station, Units No. 1 and No. 


2, Louisa County, Virginia 


Date of amendment request: May 27, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed change would modify the 
North Anna 1 and 2 (NA-1&2) Technical 
Specifications (TS) 3/4.6.3, Table 3.6-1 
as follows: 

1. Correct an inconsistency between 
the licensee’s response to NUREG-0737 
and the NA-2 TS with regard to the 


isolation signal for the containment 
instrument air system. At present, 
instrument air isolates on a Phase B 
signal in Unit 1 and a Phase A signal in 
Unit 2. The proposed change would 
change the containment isolation signal 
in NA-2 from Phase A to Phase B to be 
in compliance with NUREG-0737. 

2. Place the hydrogen recombiner 
containment isolation valves for NA-1&2 
under administrative control in order to 
permit functional testing in Modes 1 
through 4. 

A discussion of both proposed 
changes follows: 

1. Containment isolation at NA-1&2 is 
accomplished in two phases. 
Containment isolation Phase A is 
initiated by the Safety Injection 
Actuation System. Containment 
isolation Phase B is initiated on the 
containment high-high pressure setpoint. 

TS 3/4.6.3, Table 3.6-1 for NA-2 lists 
the containment isolation valves for 
containment instrument air supply (TV- 
IA 202A and TV-IA 202B) as shutting on 
receipt of a Phase A containment 
isolation signal. Although the licensee’s 
letter dated October 24, 1979 designated 
NA-1 containment instrument air as an 
essential Level 2 system which isolates 
on a Phase B signal, the similar letter for 
NA-2 dated October 25, 1979 makes no 
mention of the containment instrument 
air system. The licensee's response to 
NUREG-0737, Rev. 0 dated December 10, 
1980 lists containment instrument air as 
a Phase B isolation system for both 
units, indicating that the omission of 
mention in the NA-2 letter was an 
oversight. The licensee proposes to 
change the containment isolation signal 
from Phase A to Phase B to correct this 
oversight and bring NA-2 instrument air 
containment isolation signal into 
compliance with NUREG-0737 and 
provide consistency with the 
homologous valves in NA-1. 

2. Technical Specification surveillance 
requirements as listed in TS 4.6.4.2.a for 
NA-1&2 require a functional test of the 
hydrogen recombiners every six months. 
TS 3.6.1.1, on the other hand, requires 
that containment integrity be 
maintained in Modes 1-4 and specifies 
that the valves listed in Table 3.6-1 
which do not receive automatic closure 
signals be maintained closed unless 
otherwise noted in Table 3.6-1. At 
present, the valves not receiving 
automatic closure signals include the 
hydrogen recombiner remote-manual 
isolation valves (Unit 1 - TV-HC-104A 
and B, 105A and B, 106A and B, and 
107A and B; Unit 2 - TV-HC-204A and B, 
205A and B, 206A and B, and 207A and 
B). It is proposed that Table 3.6-1 be 
changed by adding asterisks to these 





valves to provide for taking 
administrative control in order to permit 
surveillance testing at power. During 
these periods (approximately four hours 
every six months), the operation of the 
affected valves would be 
administratively controlled via a 
Periodic Test (PT) procedure. 

In a letter from the NRC dated 
January 12, 1984, a safety evaluation 
was provided which accepted NA-1&2’s 
action taken in response to NUREG-0737 
item I1.E.4.1 (Dedicated Hydrogen 
Penetrations). The safety evaluation 
found the licensee’s request to add the 
remotely operated (HC Series) valves to 
Table 3.6-1 acceptable and that 
“opening of these valves will take place 
only under specific administrative 
control as specified in post-accident 
procedures.” During the testing period, 
the recombiner would be connected 
directly to the containment atmosphere 
and the recombiner and associated 
piping could possibly be pressurized to 
45 psig if an accident were to occur. For 
normal operation, the recombiner is 
designed for an operating pressure limit 
of 10 psig. 

A review of the hydrogen recombiner 
system design has been conducted to 
evaluate conducting the test at power. 
The hydrogen recombiners and their 
associated piping systems are 
seismically designed and missile 
protected. The piping and components 
are designed to ASME III, Class 2 
through Summer 1973 Addendum. The 
recombiner system piping is 150 Ib. 
carbon steel. The recombiner pressure- 
retaining boundary is 304 stainless steel, 
is designed to withstand 50 psig and 
was originally tested to 75 psig. 

The recombiner technical manual 
specifies a 10 psig rating for operating 
conditions (1300-1400&F) and 50 psig for 
non-operating conditions. Rockwell 
International was contacted and stated 
that the 10 psig operating pressure limit 
is imposed to limit the mass flow 
through the recombiner to provide 
assurance that effluent hydrogen 
concentration meets specifications, and 
that there is no overstress concern with 
a pressure excursion to 45 psig at 
operating temperatures. 

Further analysis and evaluation has 
concluded that the recombiner could 
withstand a DBA since sufficient design 
margin existed to preclude a breech of 
the hydrogen recombiner components 
and associated piping. This conclusion 
was based upon a review of the 
Rockwell Stress Report (TI-019-120-003} 
and application of design information 
through calculations to show that 
sufficient design margin existed for the 
postulated test configuration with a 


temperature of 1250&F and a pressure 
excursion to 50 psig. 

The alignment of the recombiner to 
the containment during functional 
testing provides verification of design 
flow capability for the actual flow path 
used during accident conditions. 
Alternative testing schemes to keep the 
recombiner separated from containment 
atmosphere would require some degree 
of piping reconfiguration which could 
potentially affect the integrity of the 
piping system following restoration after 
testing. In addition, the capability exists 
to isolate the containment from the 
recombiner by taking operator action 
from the control room in the event 
containment isolation is required while 
surveillance testing is in progress. Prior 
to implementation of this TS change, 
which would allow functional testing at 
power, precautions will be added to the 
two affected PTs (68.1.1 and 68.1.2) to 
instruct the control room operator to 
secure the recombiner and shut any 
open HC valves if a containment 
isolation signal is generated while the 
test is-in progress. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a © 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The proposed changes do not involve 
a significant hazards consideration 
because operation of NA-1&2 in 
accordance with these changes would 
not: 

(1) involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated. The 
proposed changes would: 

(a) change NA-2 containment 
instrument air supply valves from Phase 
A Containment Isolation to Phase B 
Containment Isolation. The revised . 
designation brings NA-2 into compliance 
with Virginia Electric and Power 
Company's response to NUREG-0737, 
Item ILE.4.2 and provides consistency 
with the homologous valves in NA-1; 

(b) place the NA-1&2 hydrogen 
recombiner suction and discharge 
containment isolation valves under 
administrative control to allow for 
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functional testing which is required by 
the NA-1&2 TS. The opening of the 
valves under administrative control (by 
procedure) for testing will not affect 
containment conditions or the operation 
of any other equipment which directly 
communicates with containment. The 
containment boundary will be extended 
to include additional piping and 
components for approximately four 
hours every six months. However, the 
design standards used for construction 
of the recombiner system ensure that 
containment conditions will not be 
degraded and integrity will be 
maintained for existing accident 
analysis. 

(2) create the possibility of anew or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated. The 
proposed changes: 

(a) enhance safe operation at NA-2 by 
assuring the availability of containment 
instrument air on a Phase A 
containment isolation signal; 

(b) continue to provide containment 
isolation protection for NA-1&2 even if 
the valves are open during an accident 
since it has been demonstrated by 
analysis and testing that the hydrogen 
recombiner and associated piping can 
withstand a DBA pressure excursion 
and prevent release of radioactivity to 
the environment. Further, upon receipt 
of a containment isolation signal the 
affected valves can be shut remotely 
from the control room. 

(3) involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The proposed changes: 

(a) assure NA-2 availability of 
containment instrument air on a Phase 
A containment isolation signal; 

(b) ensure NA-1&2 containment 
integrity by system design during test 
conditions and permit required 
functional testing. 

Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to determine that these 
changes do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Board of Supervisors Office, 
Louisa County Courthouse, Louisa, 
Virginia 23093 and the Alderman 
Library, Manuscripts Department, 
University of Virginia, Charlottesville, 
Virginia 22901. 

Attorney for licensee: Michael W. 
Maupin, Esq., Hunton, Williams, Gay 
and Gibson, P.O. Box 1535, Richmond 
Virginia 23212. 

NRC Project Director: Lester S. 
Rubenstein 
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Virginia Electric and Power Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-338 and 50-339, North 
Anna Power Station, Units No. 1 and No. 
2, Louisa County, Virginia 


Date of amendment request: June 1, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed changes would revise the 

-North Anna 1 and 2 (NA-1&2) Technical 
Specifications (TS) associated with 
primary coolant specific activity limits. 
The changes are necessary in order to 
conform with the recommendations of 
NRC Generic Letter 85-19, “Reporting 
Requirements on Primary Coolant Iodine 
Activity.” 

Specifically, the proposed changes 
would revise TS 3.4.8 regarding reactor 
coolant specific activity limits to delete 
the requirement to shut down the plant 
if coolant iodine activity limits are 
exceeded for more than approximately 
800 hours in any 12 month period (action 
“a” for modes 1, 2 and 3); and the 
requirement for a special report each 
time coolant iodine activity limits are 
exceeded (action “a” for modes 1, 2, 3, 4 
and 5). These changes are in response to 
NRC Generic Letter 85-19, “Reporting 
Requirements on Primary Coolant Iodine 
Spikes.” The special report is to be 
replaced by a requirement to report on 
an annual basis the results of any 
specific activity analysis in which the 
primary coolant activity exceeds the 
limits of TS 3.4.8. As discussed in the 
Generic Letter, the quality of nuclear 
fuel has been greatly improved over the 
past decade with the result that coolant 
iodine activity is normally well below 
the TS limit. In addition, 10 CFR 
50.72(b)(1)(ii) requires the licensee to 
immediately notify the NRC if fuel 
cladding failures exceed expected 
values or are caused by unexpected 
factors. Thus the 800 hour limit is no 
longer considered necessary on the 
basis that proper fuel management and 
existing reporting requirements should 
preclude exceeding the limit. 

The licensee also proposed to add to 
TS 6.9.1.5 a requirement for reporting on 
an annual basis the results of any 
specific activity analysis in which the 

’ primary coolant exceeds the limits of TS 
3.4.8, and delete from TS 6.9.2 the 
requirement for a special report on the 
same subject. This change is in response 
to NRC Generic Letter 85-19 and would 
replace the requirement for a 30-day 
special report with an annual reporting 
requirement. The report content would 
also be changed to include the 
information requested by the Generic 
Letter. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 

The Commission has provided 


standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
as stated in 10 CFR 50.92(c). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The bases for these 
criteria with respect to the proposed 
changes follows: 

The licensee provided an analysis 
which shows that the proposed changes 
do not involve a significant hazards 
consideration because operation of NA- 
1&2 in accordance with these changes 
would not: 

(1) involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequence of an 
accident previously evaluated. The 
changes involve administrative changes 
specified in Generic Letter 85-19. The 
deletion of the requirement to shutdown 
if the coolant activity limit is exceeded 
for more than 800 hours in any 12 month 
period is not considered necessary 
because of the increased quality of 
nuclear fuel production and 
management, and the requirement of 10 
CFR 50.72(b)(1)(ii) for immediate 
notification (if fuel clad failures exceed 
expected values) should preclude 
approaching the limit. 

(2) create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously identified. The 
changes involve administrative changes 
specified in Generic Letter 85-19. The 
deletion of the requirement to shutdown 
if the coolant activity limit is exceeded 
for more than 800 hours in any 12 month 
period is not considered necessary 
because of the increased quality of 
nuclear fuel production and 
management, and the requirement of 10 
CFR 50.72(b)(1)(ii) for immediate 
notification (if fuel clad failures exceed 
expected values) should preclude 
approaching the limit. 

(3) involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. The changes involve 
administrative changes specified in 
Generic Letter 85-19. The deletion of the 
requirement to shutdown if the coolant 
activity limit is exceeded for more than 
800 hours in any 12 month period is not 
considered necessary because of the 
increased quality of nuclear fuel 
production and management, and the 
requirement of 10 CFR 50.72(b)(1)(ii) for 
immediate notification (if fuel clad 
failures exceed expected values) should 
preclude approaching the limit. 
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While the staff does not agree that 
these changes in reporting and 
surveillance requirements are 
administrative, the staff agrees with the 
licensee's conclusions. Accordingly, the 
Commission proposes to determine that 
these changes do not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Board of Supervisors Office, 
Louisa County Courthouse, Louisa, 
Virginia 23093 and the Alderman 
Library, Manuscripts Department, 
University of Virginia, Charlottesville, 
Virginia 22901. 

Attorney for licensee: Michael W. 
Maupin, Esq., Hunton, Williams, Gay 
and Gibson, P.O. Box 1535, Richmond, 
Virginia 23212. 

NRC Project Director: Lester S. 
Rubenstein 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-280 and 50-281, Surry 
Power Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2, Surry 
County, Virginia 

Date of amendment requests: 
February 23, 1987 

Description of amendment requests: 
The proposed amendments would 
modify the Technical Specifications to 
allow the accumulator water volume to 
vary between 975 and 1025 ft* per 
accumulator instead of 975 and 989 ft* 
per accumulator, and the Height 
Dependent Heat Flux Hot Channel 
Factor (F9{z)) to be as high as 2.32 
instead of 2.18 as presently stated in the 
Technical Specifications. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards for determining whether a 
significant hazards consideration exists 
(10 CFR 50.92(c)). A proposed 
amendment to an operating license for a 
facility involves no significant hazards 
consideration if operation of the facility 
in accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not: (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in margin 
of safety. The evaluation of these 
standards follows: 

(1) Since the proposed changes 
involve parameters which are not 
accident initiators they will not increase 
the probability of occurrence of any 
malfunction or accident previously 
evaluated. The reanalyzed large break 
Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA) 
analysis verifies that operation under 
the revised specifications would also 
not result in a significant increase in 





accident consequences and that the 
acceptance criteria for the emergency 
core cooling system (ECCS) delineated 
in 10 CFR 50.46 are met. The proposed 
changes have also been shown to have 
no significant impact upon the non- 
LOCA transients. Therefore, the 
probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated will not 
significantly increase. 

(2) The proposed changes involve 
changes in assumptions made for 
previously evaluated LOCA accidents. 
The revised analysis included these 
parameter changes and demonstrated 
that they would not cause a new 
accident. In addition, the increase in 
steam generator tube plugging was 
evaluated for impact upon RCS flow and 
RCS coolant volume. It has been 
demonstrated that the non-LOCA 
accidents for which these parameters 
are significant remain bounded by the 
existing analyses. Thus, the proposed 
changes will not create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident. 

(3) The water volumes in the range of 
975 ft* to 1025 ft* per accumulator have 
no significant impact on the results of 
the LOCA analysis and therefore, would 
not significantly reduce the margin of 
safety. Additionally, the calculated 
LOCA peak clad temperature was 
reduced for the revised analysis which 
used the new parameters. The revised 
analysis meets the acceptance criteria 
delineated in 10 CFR 50.46. The non- 
LOCA accidents are unaffected by the 
proposed changes, hence the existing 
analysis remains applicable. Thus the 
proposed changes do not involve a 
significant reduction in the margin of 
safety during LOCA and non-LOCA 
accidents. 

Therefore, the staff proposes to 
determine that the proposed 
amendments do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Swem Library, College of 
William and Mary, Williamsburg, 
Virginia 23185. 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Michael W. 
Maupin, Hunton and Williams, Post 
Office Box 1535, Richmond, Virginia 
23213. 

NAC Project Director: Lester S. 
Rubenstein 


Virginia Electric and Power Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-280 and 50-281, Surry 
Power Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2, Surry 
County, Virginia 

Date of amendment requests: May 26, 
1987 

Description of amendment requests: 
The proposed amendments would 
permit the operation of Surry Units 1 
and 2 with 15x15 Surry Improved Fuel 


(SIF) Assemblies (modified 
Westinghouse 15x15 Optimized Fuel 
Assemblies which include two 
additional features from VANTAGE 5 
assemblies) in addition to the 
Westinghouse Low Parasitic 15x15 
(LOPAR) Fuel Assemblies during Cycle 
10. The LOPAR fuel assemblies will 
eventually be replaced by the SIF 
assemblies. 

The new assembly design utilizes 
Zircaloy grids and smaller diameter 
thimble tubes. As a consequence of 
smaller diameter thimble tubes, a 
change to the Technical Specification 
governing the maximum allowable 
control rod drop time is being requested. 
In addition, a change is being requested 
to the design Departure from Nucleate 
Boiling Ratio (DNBR) limit to 
accommodate the use of the WRB-1 
DNB correlation with the new fuel 
assemblies. In addition to the fuel 
assembly modifications, thimble plug 
assemblies will be removed from Surry 
Units 1 and 2 for Cycle 10 and 
subsequent cycles. Also, a few editorial 
changes to the Technical Specifications 
have been proposed to correct several 
grammatical errors and to make the. 
Technical Specifications consistent with 
reactor operating condition. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: 
The Commission has provided 
standards in 10 CFR 50.92(c) for 
determining whether a significant 
hazards consideration exists. A 
proposed amendment to an operating 
license for a facility involves no 
significant hazards consideration if 
operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendment would 
not (1) involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated; (2) create 
the possibility of a new or different kind 
of accident from any accident previously 
evaluated; or (3) involve a significant 
reduction in a margin of safety. 

The licensee has evaluated the 
changes against the standards provided 
above and has determined that the 
changes would involve no significant 
hazards consideration because: 

(1) The revised Loss of Coolant 
Accident (LOCA) analysis which 
supports these changes demonstrated 
that the ECCS acceptance criteria of 10 
CFR 50.46 were met. Also the non-LOCA 
analyses were re-evaluated and met the 
limits based on the WRB-1 DNB 
correlation. The WRB-1 correlation limit, 
like the W-3 limit, was developed on the 
basis that if the calculated DNBR for a 
rod was greater than or equal to the 
design limit there was 95% probability 
with 95% confidence that the rod was 
not in DMP. Therefore, the proposed 
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changes would not increase the 
probability or consequence of an 
accident previously evaluated. 

(2) The proposed fuel assembly design 
meets all the design criteria applied to 
the current 15x15 LOPAR design. The 
15x15 SIF assembly incorporates some 
of the features from the 15x15 optimized 
fuel assembly (OFA) and the 
Westinghouse 15x15 VANTAGE 5 
assembly, both of which have been 
previously found acceptable by the 
NRC. In addition, the changes in the 
assembly design do not change plant 
systems or procedures. Therefore the 
changes do not create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously identified. 

(3) As stated above, the WRB-1 and 
W-3 correlation limits were developed 
on the same basis. Therefore, the 
changes should not significantly reduce 
the margin of safety. However, the 
thimble plug removal proposed by 
licensee will increase the core-bypass 
flow slightly from 4.5% to 6%. Per 
licensee's analysis, this results in an 
approximate loss of 2% in DNBR margin 
due to the decreased flow in the flow 
channels. However, the licensee’s 
analysis shows that the revised ECCS 
analysis meets the requirements of 10 
CFR 50.46. The reanalysis of the non- 
LOCA accidents also meet the analysis 
limits using the WRB-1 correlation. 
Therefore, the changes do not involve a 
significant reduction in margin of safety. 

Also, the Commission has provided 
guidance concerning the application of 
the standards in 10 CFR 50.92 by 
providing certain examples (51-FR 7751) 
of actions not likely to involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 
Example (iii) of this guidance states: 
“For a nuclear power reactor, a change 
resulting from a nuclear reactor core 
reloading if no fuel assemblies 
significantly different from those found 
previously acceptable to the NRC for a 
previous core at the facility in question 
are involved. This assumes that no 
significant changes are made to the 
acceptance criteria for the technical 
specifications, that the analytical 
methods used to demonstrate 
conformance with the technical 
specifications and regulations are not 
significantly changed, and that NRC has 
previously found such methods 
acceptable.” 

The proposed license amendments are 
directly related to the above example in 
that the amendments are related to core 
reload and the new fuel is similar to that 
found acceptable by the NRC, and the 
analytical methods used by the licensee 
in the required reload analyses have 
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bees previously found acceptable by the 
In addition, Example (i) was found to 
be applicable to the proposed editorial 
changes. Example (i) states: “A purely 
administrative change to technical 
specifications: for example, a change to 
achieve consistency throughout the 
technical specifications, correction of 
error, or a change in nomenclature.” The 
editorial changes reflect an effort to 
make the Technical Specifications 
Reactor Operating Conditions consistent 
and correct several grammatical errors. 

Based on the above evaluation, the 
staff proposes to determine that the 
requested amendments do not involve a 
significant hazard consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
Jocation: Swem Library, College of 
William and Mary, Williamsburg, 
Virginia 23185. 

Attorney for licensee: Mr. Michael W. 
Maupin, Hunton and Williams, Post 
Office Box 1535, Richmond, Virginia 
23213. 

NRC Project Director: Lester S. 
Rubenstein 


Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating 
Corporation, Kansas Gas and Electric 
Company, Kansas City Power & Light 
Company, Kansas Electric Power 
Cooperative, Inc., Docket No. 50-482, 
Wolf Creek Generating Station, Coffey 
County, Kansas 


Date of amendment request: June 16, 
1987. 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment request 
revises Wolf Creek Generating Station 
(WCGS) Technical Specification 3/4.3.1, 
Reactor Trip System Instrumentation, in 
the area of specified surveillance 
intervals and out-of-service times for 
Reactor Protection System 
Instrumentation. The requested 
revisions are based on changes 
approved generically as a result of the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission's 
review of WCAP-10271, “Evaluation of 
Surveillance Frequencies and Out of 
Service Times for the Reactor Protection 
Instrumentation System” and WCAP- 
10271, Supplement 1. 

The proposed changes are as follows: 
1. Increase the surveillance interval 
for RPS analog channel operational tests 
from once per month to once per 

‘quarter, 

2. Increase the time during which an 
inoperable RPS analog channel may be 
maintained in an untripped condition 
from one hour to six hours, and 

3. Increase the time an inoperable RPS 
analog channel may be bypassed to 
allow testing of another channel in the 
same function from two hours to four 
hours. 


The Wolf Creek design does not currently 
include the capability for bypass testing. 
Therefore, the portions of WCAP-10271 and 
WCAP-10271 Supplement 1, which concerns 
bypass testing, are not applicable to this 
Significant Hazard Evaluation. 

Basis for proposed no significant hazards 
determination: In accordance with the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.92, the licensee 
has submitted the following no significant 
hazards determination: 

Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Corporation 
has reviewed the requirements of 10 CFR 
50.92 as they relate to the proposed RPS 
technical specification changes for the Wolf 
Creek Generating Station and determined 
that a significant hazards consideration is not 
involved. In support of this conclusion, the 
following analysis is provided. 

Criterion 1 Operation of Wolf Creek 
Generating Station in accordance with the 
proposed license amendment does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

Implementation of the proposed changes is 
expected to result in an acceptable increase 
in total Reactor Protection System yearly 
unavailability. This increase, which is 
primarily due to less frequent surveillance, 
results in an increase of similar magnitude in 
the probability of an Anticipated Transient 
Without Trip (ATWT) and in the probability 
of core melt resulting from an ATWT. 

Implementation of the proposed changes is 
expected to result in a significant reduction in 
the probability of core melt from inadvertent 
reactor trips. This is a result of a reduction in 
the number of inadvertent reactor trips 
occurring during testing of RPS 
Instrumentation. This reduction is primarily 
attributable to less frequent surveillance 
testing. 

The reduction in inadvertent core melt 
probability is sufficiently large to counter the 
increase in ATWT core melt probability 
resulting in an overall reduction in total core 
melt probability. 

The proposed changes do not result in an 
increase in the severity or consequences of 
an accident previously evaluated. 
Implementation of the proposed changes 
affects the probability of failure of the RPS 
but does not alter the manner in which 
protection is afforded nor the manner in 
which limiting criteria are established. 

Criterion 2 The proposed license 
amendment does not create the possibility of 
a new of different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated. 

The proposed changes do not result in a 
change in the manner in which the Reactor 
Protection System provides plant protection. 
No change is being made which alters the 
functioning of the Reactor Protection System 
(other than in a test mode). Rather, the 
likelihood or probability of the Reactor 
Protection System functioning properly is 
affected as described above. Therefore, the 
proposed changes do not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident nor involve a reduction in a margin 
of safety as defined in the Safety Analysis 
Report. 

The proposed changes do not involve 
hardware changes. The Wolf Creek design 
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does not currently have the capability for full 
bypass testing. Some existing instrumentation 
is designed to be tested in bypass and current 
technical specifications allow testing in 
bypass. Testing in bypass is also recognized 
by IEEE Standards. 

Criterion 3 The proposed license 
amendment does not involve a significant 
reduction in a margin of safety. 

The proposed changes do not alter the 
manner in which safety limits, limiting safety 
system setpoints or limiting conditions for 
operation are determined. The impact of 
reduced testing other than as addressed 
above is to allow a longer time interval over 
which instrument uncertainties (e.g., drift) 
may act. Experience at two Westinghouse 
plants with extended surveillance intervals 
has shown the initial uncertainty 
assumptions to be valid for reduced testing. 

Implementation of the proposed 
changes is expected to result in an 
overall improvement in safety by: 

a. Fewer inadvertent reactor trips due 
to less frequent testing which minimizes 
the time spent in a partial trip condition. 

b. Higher quality repairs leading to 
improved equipment reliability due to 
longer repair times. 

c. Improvements in the effectiveness 
of the operating staff in monitoring and 
controlling plant operation. This is due 
to less frequent distraction of the 
operator and shift supervisor to attend 
to instrumentation testing. 

Example 

10 CFR Part 50 - Statements of 
Consideration contains, “Examples of 
Amendments that are Considered Not 
Likely to Involve Significant Hazards 
Consideration.” One of the examples 
provided is: 

(vi) A change which either may result 
in some increase to the probability or 
consequences of a previously analyzed 
accident or may reduce in some way a 
safety margin, but where the results of 
the change are clearly within all 
acceptable criteria with respect to the 
system or component specified in the 
Standard Review Plan: for example, a 
change resulting from the application of 
a small refinement of a previously used 
calculational mode or design method. 

As previously stated, implementation 
of the proposed changes results in an 
acceptable increase in the probability of 
ATWT and ATWT core melt. Overall 
core melt probability decreases. 
Implementation of the proposed changes 
does not increase the consequences of a 
previously analyzed accident nor reduce 
a margin of safety. Functioning of the 
RPS and the manner in which limiting 
criteria is established is unaffected. The 
stated example of a change which is 
likely not to involve a significant 
hazards consideration is applicable 
therefore to the proposed changes. 

Conclusions 





The foregoing analysis demonstrates 
that the proposed amendment to Wolf 
Creek Generating Station technical 
specifications does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of a previously evaluated 
accident, does not create the possibility 
of a new or different kind of accident 
and does not involve a significant 
reduction in a margin of safety. 
Additionally, fewer inadvertent reactor 
trips are expected, equipment reliability 
is expected to increase and operator 
effectiveness is expected to improve. 

Based upon the preceding analysis, 
Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating 
Corporation concludes that the proposed 
amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

Based on the previous discussion, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; nor create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; nor 
involve a significant reduction in the 
required margin of safety. The NRC staff 
has reviewed the licensee’s no 
significant hazards considerations 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. The staff has, 
therefore, made a proposed 
determination that the licensee's request 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
/ocation: Emporia State University, 
William Allen White Library, 1200 
Commercial Street, Emporia, Kansas 
66801 and Washburn University School 
of Law Library, Topeka, Kansas 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Jose A. Calvo 


Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating 
Corporation, Kansas Gas and Electric 
Company, Kansas City Power & Light 
Company, Kansas Electric Power 
Cooperative, Inc., Docket No. 50-482, 
Wolf Creek Generating Station, Coffey 
County, Kansas 


Date of amendment request: June 19, 
1987. 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment request 
revises Wolf Creek Generating Station 
(WCGS) Technical Specification 3.5.1, 
Accumulators, to allow the Unit to 
remain in Hot Standby with Reactor 
Coolant System pressure less than or 
equal to 1000 psig with one accumulator 
inoperable. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: In 


accordance with the requirements of 10 
CFR 50.92, the licensee has submitted 
the following no significant hazards 
determination: 

1. The proposed change does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. This amendment is being proposed 
to make the technical specification Limiting 
Condition for Operation (LCO) applicability 
and the technical specification Action 
Statements consistent. This change does not 
affect the performance of the Emergency Core 
Cooling System accumulators. 

2. The proposed changes does not create 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. The proposed amendment only 
affects operation at a RCS pressure of less 
than or equal to 1000 psig. Postulated design 
basis acccidents that take credit for 
automatic actuation of the accumulators 
begin above 1000 psig. 

3. The proposed changes does not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 
This change does not affect any technical 
specification margin of safety. The proposed 
change does not affect the capability of the 
accumulators to perform their safety function. 
This change does not alter any safety limits 
or limiting safety system setpoints. 

Based on the above discussions it has been 
determined that the requested Technical 
Specification revision does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident or other adverse 
condition over previous evaluations; or create 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident or condition over previous 
evalautions; or involve a significant reduction 
in a margin of safety. Therefore, the 
requested license amendment does not 
involve a significant hazards consideration. 

Based on the previous discussion, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; nor create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; nor 
involve a significant reduction in the 
required margin of safety. The NRC staff 
has reviewed the licensee's no 
significant hazards considerations 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee’s analysis. The staff has, 
therefore, made a proposed 
determination that the licensee's request 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Emporia State University, 
William Allen White Library, 1200 
Commercial Street, Emporia, Kansas 
66801 and Washburn University School 
of Law Library, Topeka, Kansas 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: jose A. Calvo 
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Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating 
Corporation, Kansas Gas and Electric 
Company, Kansas City Power & Light 
Company, Kansas Electric Power 
Cooperative, Inc., Docket No. 50-482, 
Wolf Creek Generating Station, Coffey 
County, Kansas 


Date of amendment request: June 19, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The proposed amendment request 
revises Wolf Creek Generating Station 
(WCGS) Technical Specification 3/4.3.3, 
Radiation Monitoring for Plant 
Operation. The proposed revision 
changes the required number of 
minimum channels operable for Table 
3.3-6 Functional Unit 1.a., Containment 
Atmosphere - Gaseous Radioactivity 
High (GT-RE 31 & 32). The requested 
revision also modifies Actions 27 and 30 
of Table 3.3-6 to permit an allowed 
outage time of 72 hours with the number 
of operable channels one less than the 
minimum channels operable 
requirement. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: In 
accordance with the requirements of 10 
CFR 50.92, the licensee has submitted 
the following no significant hazards 
determination: 

1. The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. Reducing the required 
minimum channels operable for radiation 
monitors GT-RE-31 and 32 does not 
significantly increase the probability or 
consequences on an accident previously 
evaluated. One channel will be operable or 
Action 26 will be followed. This action 
requires containment purge valve closure. 
This assures the fulfillment of the safety 
function of Table 3.3-6 Functional Unit 1.a. 
Increasing the allowed outage times for 
Actions 27 and 30 will not significantly 
increase the probability or consequences of 
an accident previously evaluated. This 
change allows an extended time period for 
the diagnosis and repair of inoperable 
radiation monitors to which these action 
statements are applicable. During the 
allowed outage time, redundant radiation 
monitors remain operable. If no channels are 
operable only one hour is allowed until initial 
operation of the Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation System or the Emergency Exhaust 
System, as appropriate, is established. 

2. The proposed changes do not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any previously evalauted. The 
proposed changes do not involve any change 
in radiation monitor setpoints or physical 
design of the involved systems. There are no 
new failure mechanisms associated with the 
proposed changes. The proposed changes will 
allow additional time for the diagnosis and 
repair of inoperable radiation monitors. The 
proposed allowed outage times remain 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


consistent with the requirements for overall 
system availability. 
3. The proposed changes do not involve a 


Specification margin of safety. The proposed 
changes do not alter the manner in which 
safety limits and limiting safety system 
setpoints are determined. Redundant 
radiation monitors remain operable during 
the extended allowed outage time and under 
the revised minimum operable channels 
Requirement. 

Based on the above discussions it has been 
determined that the requested Technical 
Specification revisions do not involve a 
significant increase in the probability of 
consequences of an accident or other adverse 
condition over previous evaluations; or create 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident or condition over previous 
evaluations; or involve a significant reduction 
in a margin.of safety. Therefore, the 
requested license amendment does not 
involve a signficant hazards consideration. 

Based on the previous discussion, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; nor create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; nor 
involve a significant reduction in the 
required margin of safety. The NRC staff 
has reviewed the licensee's no 
significant hazards considerations 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. The staff has, 
therefore, made a proposed 
determination that the licensee's request 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Emporia State University, 
William Allen White Library, 1200 
Commercial Street, Emporia, Kansas 
66801 and Washburn University School 
of Law Library, Topeka, Kansas 

Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 

NRC Project Director: Jose A. Calvo 


Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating 
Corporation, Kansas Gas and Electric 
Company, Kansas City Power & Light 
Company, Kansas Electric Power 
Cooperative, Inc., Docket No. 50-482, 
Wolf Creek Generating Station, Coffey 
Courty, Kansas 


Date of amendment request: June 19, 
1987. 

Description of amendment request: 
_ The proposed amendment request 

revises Wolf Creek Generating Station 
(WCGS) Technical Specification 3/ 
4.10.4, Reactor Coolant Loops, replacing 
references to the Reactor Protective 


System P-7 permissive interlock to the P- 
10 permissive interlock. 

Basis for proposed no significant 
hazards consideration determination: In 
accordance with the requirements of 10 
CFR 50.92, the licensee has submitted 
the following no significant hazards 
determination: 

1. The proposed change does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 

consequences of an accident previously 
ounieanell The proposed amendment would 
only eliminate surveillance requirements for 
P-13 which have no effect on plant operation 
while using this Technical Specification. With 
the turbine off line, P-13 does not provide an 
input into P-7. This leaves P-10 as the only 
input which can trip the P-7 bistable. 

2. The proposed change does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any previously evaluated. 
There are no new failure modes or 
mechanisms associated with the proposed 
changes. No additional plant equipment is 
being added nor will any existing 
requirements. The proposed change does not 
— any setpoints related to nuclear 
safety. 

3. The proposed change does not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety. 
The proposed amendment does not affect any 
technical specification margin of safety. This 
amendment only eliminates the need to 

the surveillance requirements for P- 
13 while the plant is operating under this 
Technical tion. The proposed 
change does not alter the manner in which 
safety limits and limiting safety system 
setpoints are determined. 

Based on the above discussions it has been 
determined that the requested Technical 
Specification revisions do not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident or other adverse 
condition over previous evaluations; or create 
the possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident or condition over previous 
evaluations; or involve a significant reduction 
in a margin of safety. Therefore, the 
requested license amendment does not 
involve a signficant hazards consideration. 

Based on the previous discussion, the 
licensee concluded that the proposed 
amendment request does not involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; nor create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; nor 
involve a significant reduction in the 
required margin of safety. The NRC staff 
has reviewed the licensee’s no 
significant hazards considerations 
determination and agrees with the 
licensee's analysis. The staff has, 
therefore, made a proposed 
determination that the licensee's request 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Emporia State University, 
William Allen White Library, 1200 
Commercial Street, Emporia, Kansas 


66801 and Washburn University School 
of Law Library, Topeka, Kansas 
Attorney for licensee: Jay Silberg, 
Esq., Shaw, Pittman, Potts and 
Trowbridge, 2300 N Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20037 
NRC Project Director: Jose A. Caivo 


PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED NOTICES 
OF CONSIDERATION OF ISSUANCE 
OF AMENDMENTS TO OPERATING 
LICENSES AND PROPOSED NO 
SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS 
CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION 
AND OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING 


The following notices were previously 
published as separate individual 
notices. The notice content was the 
same as above. They were published as 
individual notices because time did not 
allow the Commission to wait for this bi- 
weekly notice. They are repeated here 
because the bi-weekly notice lists all 
amendments proposed to be issued 
involving no significant hazards 
consideration. 

For details, see the individual notice 
in the Federal Register on the day and 
page cited. This notice does not extend 
the notice period of the original notice. 


Gulf States Utilities Company, Docket 
No. 50-458, River Bend Station, Unit 1, 
West Feliciana Parish, Louisiana 


Date of amendment request: March 10, 
1987. 

Brief description of amendment 
request: The proposed amendment 
would authorize a one-time schedular 
extension of up to 43 days to perform 
the surveillance requirements of Section 
4.6.6.2.c of the Technical Specifications 
regarding the testing of the flow rate of 
each of the primary containment/ 
drywell hydrogen mixing trains. 

Date of publication of individual 
notice in Federal Register: June 18, 1987 
(52 FR 23218). 

Expiration date of individual notice: 
July 17, 1987 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Government Documents 
Department, Louisiana State University, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70803 


Power Authority of The State of New 
York, Docket No. 50-286, Indian Point 
Nuclear Generating Unit No. 3, 
Westchester County, New York 


Date of amendment request: May 21, 
1987 

Description of amendment request: 
The amendment would revise the 
Technical Specifications to allow a 
reduced integrated leak rate test (ILRT) 
duration in accordance with NRC 
approved methodology. 





: Date of publication of individual 
notice in Federal Register: June 10, 1987 
(52 FR 22013). 

Expiration date of individual notice: 
July 10, 1987. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: White Plains Public Library, 
100 Martine Avenue, White Plains, New 
York 10601 


NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF 
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY 
OPERATING LICENSE 


During the period since publication of 
the last bi-weekly notice, the 
Commission has issued the following 
amendments. The Commission has 
determined for each of these 
amendments that the application 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. 

Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendment to Facility Operating 
License and Proposed No Significant 
Hazards Consideration Determination 
and Opportunity for Hearing in 
connection with these actions was 
published in the Federal Register as 
indicated. No request for a hearing or 
petition for leave to intervene was filed 
following this notice. 

Unless otherwise indicated, the 
Commission has determined that these 
amendments satisfy the criteria for 
categorical exclusion in accordance 
with 10 CFR 51.22. Therefore, pursuant 
to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental 
impact statement or environmental 
assessment need be prepared for these 
amendments. If the Commission has 
prepared an environmental assessment 
under the special circumstances 
provision in 10 CFR 51.12(b) and has 
made a determination based on that 
assessment, it is so indicated. 

For further details with respect to the 
action see (1) the applications for 
amendments, (2) the amendments, and 
(3) the Commission's related letters, 
Safety Evaluations and/or 
’ Environmental Assessments as 
indicated. All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, DC, 
and at the local public document rooms 
for the particular facilities involved. A 
copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Director, Division of Licensing. 


Alabama Power Company, Docket No. 
50-348, Joseph M. Farley Nuclear Plant, 
Unit No. 1, Houston County, Alabama. 


Date of application for amendment: 
October 25, 1985, as supplemented 
September 29, 1986 

Brief description of amendment: 
Technical Specification figures of heatup 
and cooldown limitations are revised 
based on results of analysis of Capsule 
“U" Reactor Vessel Material Radiation 
Surveillance program. 

Date of issuance: June 23, 1987 

Effective date: June 23, 1987 

Amendment No. 71 

Facility Operating License No. NPF-2. 
Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: December 4, 1985 (50 FR 
49780), renoticed May 20, 1987 (52 FR 
18971) The Commission’s related 
evaluation of the amendment is 
contained in a Safety Evaluation dated 
June 23, 1987. 

The September 29, 1986 letter 
provided information that did not 
change the initial determination 
published in the Federal Register. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: George S. Houston Memorial 
Library, 212 W. Burdeshaw Street, 
Dothan, Alabama 36303 


Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Docket No. 50-247, Indian Point 
Nuclear Generating Unit No. 2, 
Westchester County, New York 


Date of application for amendment: 
March 11, 1987. 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment revises the Technical 
Specifications to incorporate station 
batteries nos. 23 and 24 under the same 
provisions as batteries nos. 21 and 22. 
The actual modification to Indian Point 
2 to add the 2 batteries to the battery 
system was reviewed and accepted in 
NRC Safety Evaluation dated May 2, 
1980. 

Date of issuance: June 17, 1987 

Effective date: June 17, 1987 

Amendment No.: 120 

Facilities Operating License No. DPR- 
26: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: April 22, 1987 (52 FR 13335) 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 17, 1987: 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: White Plains Public Library, 
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100 Martirie Avenue, White Plains, New 
York 10610. 


Duke Power Company, Docket Nos. 50- 
369 and 50-370, McGuire Nuclear 
Station, Units 1 and 2, Mecklenburg 
County, North Carolina 


Date of application for amendments: 
April 9, 1987, as supplemented May 18 
and June 15, 1987 

Brief description of amendments: The 
amendments change the Technical 
Specifications to reflect the third of 
several refueling stages involved in the 
transition to the use of optimized fuel 
assemblies in Unit 2. 

Date of Issuance: June 22, 1987 

Effective Date: June 22, 1987 

Amendent Nos.: 73 and 54 

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-9 
and NPF-17, Amendments revised the 
Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 20, 1987 (52 FR 18977) The 
Commission’s related evaluation of the 
amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 22, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Atkins Library, University of 
North Carolina, Charlotte (UNCC) 
Station, North Carolina 28223 


Duquesne Light Company, Docket No. 
50-334, Beaver Valley Power Station, 
Unit No. 1, Shippingport, Pennsylvania 


Date of application for amendment: 
January 15, 1986 as supplemented by 
letters dated May 8, June 30, 1986, 
January 15, March 5, March 17 and April 
6, 1987. 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment changed the Technical 
Specifications for Beaver Valley Unit 1 
to (1) provide clear, retyped pages for 
the Index, (2) reflect the new titles and 
responsibilities of the new Duquesne 
Light Company organization and (3) 
eliminate blank pages whose contents 
have been deleted by previous 
amendments. 

Date of issuance: June 23, 1987 

Effective date: June 23, 1987 

Amendment No. 110 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
66. Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 12, 1986 (51 FR 8590) 
and May 6, 1987 (52 FR 16943) The 
supplemental letter dated May 8, 1986, 
provided additional clarifying 
information and did not change the 
findings of the initial notice. 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
Safety Evaluation dated ‘June 23, 1987. 
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No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: B. F. Jones Memorial Library, 
663 Franklin Avenue, Aliquippa, 
Pennsylvania 15001. 


General Public Utilities Nuclear 
Corporation, Docket No. 50-320, Three 
Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 2 (TMI- 
2), Dauphin County, Pennsylvania 

Date of application for amendment: 
January 27, 1987 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment revises the Technical 
Specifications by redefining the scope of 
licensee procedures and changes thereto 
that require NRC staff approval prior to 
implementation. Only those procedures 
and changes thereto which alter the 
distribution or processing of a quantity 
of radiological material, the release of 
which could cause the magnitude of 
radiological releases to exceed the 
design objectives of 10 CFR Part 50 
Appendix L 

Date of Issuance: June 25, 1987 

Effective Date: June 25, 1987 

Amendment No.: 28 

Facility Operating Licensing No. DPR- 
73: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 6, 1987 (52 FR 16947) The 
Commission’s related evaluation is 
contained in a Safety Evaluation dated 
June 25, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
Location: State Library of Pennsylvania, 
Government Publications Section, 
Education Building, Commonwealth and 
Walnut Street, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 
17126. 


Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe 
Power Corporation, Municipal Electric 
Authority of Georgia, City of Dalton, 
Georgia, Docket No. 50-424, Vogtle 
Electric Generating Plant, Unit 1, Burke 
County Georgia 

Date of application for amendment: 
March 30, 1987 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment modifies the Technical 
Specifications to increase the shutdown 
margin requirements shown in Fi 
3.1-2 and changes the title of that figure. 

Date of issuance: June 23, 1987 

Effective date: June 23, 1987 

Amendment No.: 1 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
68. Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 20, 1987 (52 FR 18981) The 
. Commission's related evaluation of the 


amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 23, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Burke County Public Library, 
4th Street, Waynesboro, Georgia 30830 


Iowa Electric Light and Power Company, 
Docket No. 50-331, Duane Arnold Energy 
Center, Linn County, Iowa 


Date of application for amendment: 
August 29, 1978 as revised by letters 
dated November 5, 1981 and March 16, 
1984 and finally supplemented by a 
letter dated August 15, 1985. 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment revised the Duane Arnold 
Energy Center Technical Specifications 
(TS) to include containment isolation 
valves MO-4423, CV-2410, MO-2400, 
MO-2238 and CV-2211 in TS Table 3.7-2. 

Date of issuance: June 25, 1987 

Effective date: June 25, 1987 

Amendment No.: 144 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
49. Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 

: October 26, 1983 (48 FR 49588) 
and May 23, 1984 (49 FR 21831). The 
information in the August 15, 1985 
submittal is covered by the May 23, 1984 
notice. 

The Commission’s related evaluation 
of the amendment is contained in a 
letter dated June 25, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Cedar Rapids Public Library, 
500 First Street, S.E., Cedar Rapids, lowa 
52401. 


Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company, 
Docket No. 50-309, Maine Yankee 
Atomic Power Station, Lincoln County, 
Maine 


Date of application for amendment: 


-February 24, 1987 


Brief description of amendment: The 
changes to the Technical Specifications 
(TS) concerns the Semiannual 
Radioactive Effluent Release Report 
(SRERR) and the Special Report (SR). 
The change to TS concerning SRERR 
allows additional time for the filing of 
supplemental dose and meteorological 
summary reports. The change to the TS 
concerning SRERR ensures that the 
specification references are consistent 
with the current TS. 

The change to the TS concerning 
SRERR provides the added time 
necessary for preparing the annual 
summaries of meteorological history and 
estimated dose commitments resulting 
from plant operation. These reports are 
required to be submitted. within 90 days 


26607 


after January 1 of each year. This has 
been accomplished by dividing the TS 
concerning SRERR into two sections. 
Section one contains the requirements 
for the SRERR and Section two outlines 
the requirements for submitting annual 
reports of the Estimated Dose and 
Meteorological Summary. This change 
will not affect the submittal of plant 
radioactive effluent data required by 10 
CFR 50.36a paragraph (a)(2). 

The change to TS concerning SR 
updates the references for the Excessive 
Radioactive Release Report. Presently 
the TS concerning SR refers to an 
incorrect TS section. This TS change 
corrects that situation. 

Date of issuance: June 25, 1987 

Effective date: 60 days from date of 
issuance 

Amendment No.: 99 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
36. Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: April 8, 1987 (52 FR 11366) The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 25, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Wiscasset Public Library, High 
Street, Wiscasset, Maine 04578 


Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company, 
Docket No. 50-309, Maine Yankee 
Atomic Power Station, Lincoln County, 
Maine 

Date of application for amendment: 
March 13, 1985 as clarified by letters 
dated January 15, 1986 and January 13, 
1987. 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment brings Maine Yankee 
Technical Specifications into 
conformance with the requirements set 
forth in USNRC Generic Letter 83-37 
pertaining to the Reactor Coolant 
System (RCS) Vent System. Generic 
Letter 83-37 requires at least one RCS 
vent path to be operable and closed at 
all times. For Maine Yankee, which uses 
a pressure operated relief valve (PORV) 
as a RCS vent, the block valve is not 
required to be closed if the PORV is 
operable. 

Date of issuance: June 25, 1987 

Effective date: 60 days from date of 
issuance 

Amendment No.: 100 

Facility Operating License No. DPR- 
36. Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: May 21, 1985 (50 FR 20969) and 
May 20, 1987 (52 FR 18982). The 
Commission’s related evaluation of the 





amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 25, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Wiscasset Public Library, High 
Street, Wiscasset, Maine 04578. 


Public Service Company of Colorado, 
Docket No. 50-267, Fort St. Vrain 
Nuclear Generating Station, Platteville, 
Colorado 


Date of amendment request: January 
15, 1987 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment modified the Fort St. Vrain 
(FSV) Technical Specification to require 
both sections of both steam generators 
to be available for decay heat removal 
in power operation. It also assures that 
water sources are available to the 
appropriate steam generator sections. 

Date of issuance: June 29, 1987 

Effective date: This amendment 
becomes effective when the Commission 
approves operation of FSV at power 
levels higher than the 35 percent power 
level currently authorized. 

Amendment No.: 55 

Facility. Operating License No. DPR- 
34. Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: February 26, 1987 (52 FR 5866) 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 29, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Greeley Public Library, City 
Complex Building, Greeley, Colorado 


Public Service Electric & Gas Company, 
Docket Nos. 50-272 and 5€-311, Salem 
Nuclear Generating Station, Unit Nos. 1 
and 2, Salem County, New Jersey 


Date of application for amendments: 
October 3, 1986 and supplemented by 
letter dated October 10, 1986 

Brief description of amendments: 
These amendments delete the specified 
maximum fuel rod weight limit to allow 
current fuel to be in compliance with the 
Salem 1 and 2 Technical Specifications. 
The supplementing submittal corrected 
the wording of Section 5.3.1, and did not 
contain substantive changes. 

Date of issuance: June 19, 1987 

Effective date: June 19, 1987 

Amendment Nas. 80 and 54 

Facility Operating License Nos. DPR- 
70 and DPR-75. These amendments 
revised the Technical Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: (52 FR 11372) April 8, 1987. The 
Commission's related evaluation of the 
amendments is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 19, 1987... 


No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Salem Free Public Library, 112 
West Broadway, Salem, New Jersey 
08079 


Washington Public Power Supply 
System, Docket No. 50-397, WNP-2, 
Richland, Washington 


Date of amendment request: March 27, 
1987, as supplemented April 22, 1987. 

Brief description of amendment: This 
amendment revised the technical 
specifications to (1) authorize operation 
of WNP-2 for Cycle 3 with a fuel reload 
using Advanced Nuclear Fuels 
Corporation fuel assemblies, analyses 
and methodologies and (2) establish 
operating limits for Cycle 3 operation. 

Date of issuance: June 2, 1987 

Effective date: June 2, 1987 

Amendment number: 45 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
21: Amendment revises the license. 

Date of initial notice in the Federal 
Register: April 22, 1987 (52 FR 13352) 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendments contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 2, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Richland Public Library, Swift 
and Northgate Streets; Richland, 
Washington 99352 


Yankee Atomic Electric Company, 
Docket No. 50-029, Yankee Nuclear 
Power Station, Franklin County, 
Massachusetts 


Date of application for amendment: 
January 29, 1987 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment modifies the Technical 
Specifications requirement on the 
minimum number of operable neutron 
detectors from twelve, with two per 
quadrant, to nine, with one per quadrant 
for Cycle 19 operation. 

Date of issuance: June 26, 1987 

Effective date: June 26, 1987 

Amendment No.: 106 

Facility Operating License No. DPR-3. 
Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Date of initial notice in Federal 
Register: March 12, 1987 (52 FR 7703) 
The Commission's related evaluation of 
the amendment is contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 26, 1987. 

No significant hazards consideration 
comments received: No. 

Local Public Document Room 
location: Greenfield Community College, 
1 College Drive, Greenfield, , 
Massachusetts 01301. 
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NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF 
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY 
OPERATING LICENSE AND FINAL 
DETERMINATION OF NO 
SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS 
CONSIDERATION AND 
OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING 
(EXIGENT OR EMERGENCY 
CIRCUMSTANCES) 


During the period since publication of 
the last bi-weekly notice, the 
Commission has issued the following 
amendments. The Commission has 
determined for each of these 
amendments that the application for the 
amendment complies with the standards 
and requirements of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended (the Act),.and 
the Commission's rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. 

Because of exigent or emergency 
circumstances associated with the date 
the amendment was needed, there was 
not time for the Commission to publish, 
for public comment before issuance, its 
usual 30-day Notice of Consideration of 
Issuance of Amendment and Proposed 
No Significant Hazards Consideration 
Determination and Opportunity for 
Hearing. For exigent circumstances, the 
Commission has either issued a Federal 
Register notice providing opportunity for 
public comment or has used local media 
to provide notice to the public in the 
area surrounding a licensee's facility of 
the licensee's application and of the 
Commission's proposed determination 
of no significant hazards consideration. 
The Commission has provided a 
reasonable opportunity for the public to 
comment, using its best efforts to make 
available to the public means of 
communication for the public to respond 
quickly, and in the case of telephone 
comments, the comments have been 
recorded or transcribed as appropriate 
and the licensee has been informed of 
the public comments. 

In circumstances where failure to act 
in a timely way would have resulted, for 
example, in derating or shutdown of a 
nuclear power plant or in prevention of 
either resumption of operation or of 
increase in power output up to the 
plant's licensed power level, the 
Commission may not have had an 
opportunity to provide for public 
comment on its no significant hazards 
determination. In such case, the license 
amendment has been issued without 
opportunity for comment. If there has 
been some time for public comment but 
less than 30 days, the.Commission may 
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provide an opportunity for public 
comment. If comments have been 
requested, it is so stated. In either event, 
the State has been consulted by 
telephone whenever possible. 

Under its regulations, the Commission 
may issue and make an amendment 
immediately effective, notwithstanding 
the pendency before it of a request for a 
hearing from any person, in advance of 
the holding and completion of any 
required hearing, where it has 
determined that no significant hazards 
consideration is involved. 

The Commission has applied the 
standards of 10 CFR 50.92 and has made 
a final determination that the 
amendment involves no significant 
hazards consideration. The basis for this 
determination is contained in the 
documents related to this action. 
Accordingly, the amendments have been 
issued and made effective as indicated. 

Unless otherwise indicated, the 
Commission has determined that these 
amendments satisfy the criteria for 
categorical exclusion in accordance 
with 10 CFR 51.22. Therefore, pursuant 
to 10 CFR 51.22(b),‘no environmental 
impact statement or environmental 
assessment need be prepared for these 
- amendments. If the Commission has 
prepared an environmental assessment 
under the special circumstances 
provision in 10 CFR 51.12(b) and has 
made a determination based on that 
assessment, it is. so indicated. 

For further details with respect to the 
action see (1) the application for 
amendment, (2) the amendment to 
Facility Operating License, and (3) the 
Commission's related letter, Safety 
Evaluation and/or Environmental 
Assessment, as indicated. All of these 
items are available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington, 
DC, and at the local public document 
room for the particular facility involved. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Director, Division of Licensing. 

The Commission is also offering an 
opportunity for a hearing with respect to 
the issuance of the amendments. By 
August 14, 1987, the licensee may file a 
request for a hearing with respect to 
issuance of the amendment to the 
subject facility operating license and 
any person whose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave to intervene. Requests for a 
hearing and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the Commission’s “Rules of 


Practice for Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings” in 10 CFR Part 2. Ifa 
request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene is filed by the above 
date, the Commission or an Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board, designated 
by the Commission or by the Chairman 
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel, will rule on the request 
and/or petition and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding and how 
that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) the nature of the 
petitioner's right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner's interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter, and the bases for 
each contention set forth with 
reasonable specificity. Contentions shall 
be limited to matters within the scope of 
the amendment under consideration. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

Since the Commission has made a 
final determination that the amendment 


involves no significant hazards 
consideration, if a hearing is requested, 
it will not stay the effectiveness of the 
amendment. Any hearing held would 
take place while the amendment is in 
effect. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Service Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, DC, by the above date. 
Where petitions are filed during the last 
ten (10) days of the notice period, it is 
requested that the petitioner promptly so 
inform the Commission by a toll-free 
telephone call to Western Union at (800) 
325-6000 (in Missouri (800) 342-6700). 
The Western Union operator should be 
given Datagram Identification Number 
3737 and the following message 
addressed to (Project Director): 
petitioner's name and telephone 
number; date petition was mailed; plant 
name; and publication date and page 
number of this Federal Register notice. 
A copy of the petition should also be 
sent to the Office of the General 
Counsel-Bethesda, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, and to the attorney for the 
licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, that 
the petition and/or request should be 
granted based upon a balancing of the 
factors specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)- 
(v) and 2.714(d). 


Arizona Public Service Company, et al., 
Docket No. STN 50-528, Palo Verde 
Nuclear Generating Station (PVNGS), 
Unit 1, Maricopa County, Arizona 


Date of application for amendment: 
May 10, 1987, as supplemented by letter 
dated May 14, 1987. 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment revises Technical 
Specification 3/4.11.1 for a period not to 
exceed March 31, 1988, to allow the 
release of secondary system liquid 
waste to the onsite evaporation pond, 
while the concentration of Antimony-124 
exceeds 5x10°7 micro Ci/ml, provided 
that the concentration does not exceed 
the limits of 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix B, 
Table II, Column 2. 

Date of issuance: June 3, 1987 

Effective date: June 3, 1987 

Amendment No.: 18 





Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
41: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Public comments requested as to 
preposed no significant hazards 
consideration: Yes (52 FR 18763, May 19, 
1987}. Ne comments were received by 
the due date. A request for an extension 
of the comment period was received 
after the amendment was issued. 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment, finding of exigent 
circumstances, consultation with the 
State of Arizona, and final 
determination of no significant hazards 
consideration are contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 3, 1987. 

Attorney for licensees: Mr. Arthur C. 
Gehr, Snell & Wilmer, 3100 Valley 
Center, Phoenix, Arizona 85007. 


Department, 12 East McDowell Road, 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004. 
NRC Project Director: George W. 


Date of application for amendment: 
June 1, 1987, as supplemented June 2 and 
4, 1987 

Brief description of amendment: The 
amendment revised the Hope Creek 
Technical Specifications to permit the 
plant to continue operation until 
September 21, 1987, or untif the first 
forced outage of sufficient duration to 
repair the monitor, whichever first 
occurs, with the acoustic monitor for one 
of the safety relief valve tailpipes 
inoperable. 

Date of Issuance: fune 17, 1987 

Effective Date: June 4, 1987 

Amendment No.7 5 

Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
57: Amendment revised the Technical 
Specifications. 

Public comments requested as to 
propesed no significant hazards 
consideration: No. 

The Commission's related evaluation 
of the amendment, consultation with the 
State of New Jersey and final no 
significant hazards considerations 
determination are contained in a Safety 
Evaluation dated June 17, 1987. 

Attorney for licensee: Conner and 
Wetterhahn, 1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Washington, DC 20006 

Local Public Document Roem 
location: Pennsville Public Library, 190 
S. Broadway, Pennsville, New Jersey 
08070. 

NRC Project Director: Walter R. 
Butler 


Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 9th day 
of July, 1987. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission | 
Steven A. Varga, 
Director, Division of Reactor Projects I/I, 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
fFR Doc. 87-15905 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-D 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


international Atomic Energy Agency; 
Revised Nuclear Safety Standards 
Codes of Practice; Availability of Draft 
for Public Comment 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of availability. 


SUMMARY: The International Atomic 
Energy Agency (IAEA) is propesing 
revisions to their five Nuclear Safety 
Standards Codes of Practice for nuclear 
power plants. These Codes are in the 
following five areas: Government 
Organization, Design, Siting, Operation, 
and Quality Assurance. Each of these 
Codes of Practice has several safety 
guides associated with them which 
provide detailed guidance for the 
specific Code. The purpose of these 
Codes is to provide general guidance to 
countries beginning nuclear power 
programs. The [AEA is requesting 
review and comment on the proposed 
Code revisions from all Member 
Countries. Only comments on the 
proposed revisions are being solicited. 
DATE: Comment period expires August 
21, 1987. Comments received after this 
date will be considered if it is practical 
to do so, but assurance of consideration 
cannot be given except as to comments 
received on or before this date. 
ADDRESSES: Mail written comments to 
the Rules and Procedures Branch, 
Division of Rules and Records, Office of 
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555. 

A free single copy of the draft AEA 
Nuclear Safety Standards report, to the 
extent of supply, may be obtained by 
writing to: Dr. Gail H. Marcus, Chief, 
Regulation Development Branch, 
Division of Regulatory Applications, 
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555. A copy is 
available also for inspection or copying 
for a fee in the NRC Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington, 
DC. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
IAEA Codes of Practice and supporting 
safety guides are developed imthe _ 
following way. The IAEA receives and 
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collates relevant existing information 
used by member countries in a specified 
safety area. Using this collation as a 
starting point, ar EAEA working group of 
a few experts develops a preliminary 
draft of a Code or Safety Guide which is 
then reviewed and modified by an IAEA 
Technical Review Committee 
corresponding to the specified area. The 
draft Code of Practice or Safety Guide is 
then sent to the IAEA Senior Advisory 
Group which reviews and modifies as 
neceassary the drafts of all Codes and 
guides prior to their being forwarded to 
the IAEA Secretariat and then to the 
IAEA Member States for comments. 
Taking into account the comments 
received from the Member States, the 
Senior Advisory Group then modifies 
the draft as necessary to reach 
agreement before forwarding it to the 
IAEA Director General with a 
recommendation that it be accepted. 

As part of this program, proposed 
revisions to the five Codes of Practice, 
based on the latest technology and 
lessons learned from TMI an Chernobyl, 
have been prepared by the IAEA 
Scientific Secretaries. The working 
group drafts were modified by the IAEA 
Ad Hoc Advisory Committee, and have 
been sent to all Member Countries for 
review and comment. The NRC is now 
soliciting public comment on the 
revisions of this draft. These public 
comments received will be particularly 
useful to the U.S. representatives te the 
Technical Review Committee and the 
Senior Advisory Group in developing 
their positions on its adequacy prior to 
their next IAEA meetings. 

Dated at Washington, DC, this 8th day of 
July 1987. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Bill M. Morris, 

Director, Division of Regulatory Applications, 
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research. 

[FR Doc. 87-16038 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


POSTAL SERVICE 


implementation of Changes in the 
Domestic Mail Classification Schedule 
To Extend Coliect-on-Delivery Service 
to Express Mail Service. 


AGENCY: Postal Service. 


ACTION: Notice of implementation of 
changes in Domestic Mail Classification 
Schedule sections 500.090 and 6.020 to 
extend Collect-On-Delivery (COD} 
service to Express Mail service. 


SUMMARY: This gives notice that 
effective at 12:01 a.m., July 26, 1987, 
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COD service may be used in conjunction 
with Express Mail service. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: July 26, 1987. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joseph F. Wackerman, (202) 268-2996. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 3, 1987, the Board of Governors of 
the United States Postal Service 
authorized the Postal Service to file with 
the Postal Rate Commission a request 
for a recommended decision to allow 
postal customers to use Collect-On- 
Delivery (COD) service in conjunction 
with Express Mail service. The Postal 
Service had determined that it would be 
in the public interest and in accordance 
with the policies and applicable criteria 
of Title 39, United States Code, to 
extend COD service, which is currently 
available with First-Class, single-piece 
third-class, and fourth-class mail, to its 
most expeditious service. It also had 
concluded that extension of COD 
service to Express Mail pieces would 
not result in any operational dif:iculties 
or added expense for either service, 
while meeting the needs of some mailers 
for an extremely expeditious COD 
service. 

Accompanying the Request of the 
Postal Service was the testimony of 
Edmund J. Wronski, who provided a 
detailed description of the market and 
demand for COD service with Express 
- Mail pieces on the part of mailers and 
addressees, the minor operational 
changes needed to accommodate the 
proposed change, and the revenue and 
volume effects of the proposal. 

On April 1, 1987, the Postal Rate 
Commission issued Order No. 751 
providing notice of the filing of the 
request, inviting interested parties to 
intervene, designating an Officer of the 
Commission to represent the interests of 
the general public in the proceeding, and 


FR 10962}. On April 30, 1987, the Postal 
Service filed a Motion for Acceptance of 
a Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement 
in which it informed the Commission 
that there was no opposition to its 
proposal and that the Office of the 
Consumer Advocate supported the 
proposal. On May 26th, 1987, the 
Commission issued an Opinion and 
Recommended Decision adopting the 
stipulated settlement. The Commission 
recommended that a new subsection c 
be added to section 500.090 and a new 
subsection d to section 6.020. The 
amended sections, as recommended, 
read as follows: 


500.090 The following services may be 
obtained in conjunction with mail sent 
under this classification schedule upon 
payment of applicable fees: 


Classification schedule 


* * 


6.020 C.O.D. service is available for 
collection of $500 or less upon the 
delivery of postage prepaid mail sent 
under the following classification 
schedules: 


Classification Schedule 


a. First-class mail 

b. Third-class (single piece only) .. 
c. Fourth-class mail 

d. Express Mail 


On July 7, 1987, the Governors of the 
Postal Service, pursuant to 39 U.S.C. 
3625(b), approved the Commission's 
Recommended Decision and ordered it 
into effect. By a separate resolution 
adopted the same day, the Board of 
Governors of the Postal Service, 
pursuant to 39 U.S.C. 3625(f), set the 
effective date of the change at 12:01 a.m. 
July 26, 1987. Board of Governors 
Resolution No. 87-5. Accordingly, the 
changes in sections 500.090 and 6.020 of 
the Domestic Mail Classification 
Schedule set forth above take effect at 
12:01 a.m. on July 26, 1987. 

Fred Eggleston, 

Assistant Genera! Counsel, Legislative 
Division. 

[FR Doc. 87-16013 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7710-12-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[File No. 22-17176] 


Application and Opportunity for 
Hearing; CSX Corporation/Sea-Land 
Service, Inc. 


July 9, 1987. 


Notice is hereby given that CSX 
Corporation (“CSX”) and Sea-Land 
Service Inc. (‘Charterer’) (together, the 
“Applicants”), have filed an application 
pursuant to clause (ii) of section 
310(b)(1) of the Trust Indenture act of 
1939 (the ‘“‘Act’’) for a finding that the 
trusteeship of Bankers Trust Company 
(the “indenture Trustee”) under three 
indentures, each of which has been or 
will be submitted for qualification under 
the Act, is not so likely to involve a 
material conflict of interest under the 
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act as to make it necessary in the public 
interest or for the protection of investors 
to disqualify the Indenture Trustee from 
acting as trustee under any of such 
indentures. 

Section 310(b) of the Act provides in 
part that if a trustee under an indenture 
qualified under the Act has or shall 
acquire any conflicting interest it shall, 
within ninety days after ascertaining the 
conflicting interest, either eliminate such 
conflicting interest or resign as trustee. 
Subsection (1) of section 310(b) 
provides, with certain exceptions, that a 
trustee under a qualified indenture shall 
be deemed to have a conflicting interest 
if such trustee is trustee under another 
indenture under which other securities 
of an obligor upon the indenture 
securities are outstanding. However, 
under clause (ii) of subsection (1), there 
may be excluded from the operation of 
the subsection other indentures under 
which other securities of the same 
obligor are outstanding, if the issuer 
shall have sustained the burden of 
proving, on application to the 
Commission and after opportunity for 
hearing thereon, that trusteeship under 
both the qualified indenture and such 
other indentures is not so likely to 
involve a material conflict of interest as 
to make it necessary in the public 
interest or for the protection of investors 
to disqualify such trustee from acting as 
trustee under more than one of such 
indentures. 

The Applicant alleges that: 

(1) Charterer is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of Sea-Land Corporation 
(“Sea-Land”), which is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of CSX. 

(2) Charterer has presently under 
construction three U.S. flag 
containerships (each hereinafter 
referred to as a “Vessel” and 
collectively as the “Vessels”). Shortly 
after delivery of each completed Vessel, 
such Vessel will be sold to a trustee 
(“Owner Trustee”) acting on behalf of 
an Owner Participant (defined in the 
following section) pursuant to a 
separate owner trust created for such 
Vessel. Each Vessel will, in turn, be 
chartered to Charterer under a Bareboat 
Charter Party (“Charter”). 

(3) The financing by the Owner 
Trustee for each of the Vessels will have 
two components, an equity investment 
“Equity Participation”) and a debt 
participation (Debt Participation”), the 
terms of such financing being set out in 
a Participation Agreement 
(“Participation Agreement”) between 
the Owner Participant, Charterer, 
Owner Trustee, and Indenture trustee. 
The same corporate investor will serve 
as the equity investor (“Owner 





Partricipant”) with respect to the 
financing for each vessel. Up to 80% of 
the cost of each Vessel will be financed 
by the public issuance by the Owner 
Trustee of debt secuities under a 
separate indenture (“Indenture”) 
between the Owner Trustee and the 
Indenture Trustee with respect to such 
Vessel. The debt securities (the 
“Bonds")} issued under the Indentures 


rates. The Bonds will be issued on a 
non-recourse basis. as to the Owner 
Trustee and Owner Participant and will 
be entitled to the benefits and 
protections specified im the respective 
Indentures. The payments due under the 
respective Charters by Charterer to the 
Owner Trustee will coincide with the 
timing of payments due in respect of the 
Bonds and will always be sufficient to 
pay the interest and principal (including 
any mandatory redemption or sinking 
fund payments} then due and unpaid 
under the Bonds. 

Pursuant te the terms of each 
Indenture with respect to a Vessel, the 
Bends issued under such Indenture will 
be secured by (1} a First Preferred Ship 
Mortgage on the Vessel, {2} assignments 
by the Owner Trustee to the Indenture 
Trustee of the Owner trustee's rights 
under the charter, the CSX Guarantee 
(described in the following section), the 
Warranty Assignment and Agreement 
and the Sale Agreement, relating to the 
Vessel, including, in each case, the right 
to receive all amounts payable to the 
Owner Trustee from time to time under 
any of these agreements, and (3) any 
funds representing the Debt 
Participation which will be held by the 
Indenture Trustee pending delivery of 
the Vessel. 

(4) CSX will unconditionally and 
irrevocably guarantee punctual and full 
payment of all amounts payable by 
Charterer under the Charter, the 
Participation Agreement and certain 
other instruments pursuant to a 
guarantee agreement {“CSX Guarantee”) 
between CSX, the Owner Trustee and 
the Indenture Trustee. In addition, if 
Bonds are issued prior to delivery and 
sale of a Vessel, CSX will guarantee, 
pursuant to the CSX Guarantee, 
payment in full of all amounts of 
principal and interest due with respect 
to the Bonds until delivery of the Vessel. 
The CSX Guarantee represents an 
unsecured obligation of CSX and the 
obligations of CSX under each such CSX 
Guarantee will rank pari passu with the 
obligations under each of the other CSX 
guarantees. 

(5} The terms and provisions of each 
Indenture will be substantially similar, 


but the Debt Participation in each 
Vessel will be a wholly separate and 
self-contained transaction between the 
Owner Trustee, the Indenture Trustee 
and the Bondholders with respect fo 
such Vessel, both with respect to 
documentation and the collateral 
secured thereby. The Indentures and 
other agreements will not contain cross- 
default clauses that would render a 
default in one transaction a default in all 
three transactions. 

(6) Such differences as may exist 
between the three Indentures are not so 
likely to involve a material conflict of 
interest as to make it necessary in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
investors to disqualify the Indenture 
Trustree from acting as trustee under 
any Indenture. Each issue of Bonds will 
be secured by separate and distinct 
collateral. The CSX Guarantee is an 
independent, unsecured obligation with 
respect to each transaction and 
Indenture and each guarantee ranks pari 
passu with other CSX guarantees. 

(7) The Applicants have waived notice 
of hearing and any and all rights to 
specify procedures under the Rules of 
Practice of the Commission in 
connection with this matter. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
matter of fact and law asserted, alt 
persons. are referred to said application, 
File No. 22-17176, which is a public 
document on file in the office of the 
Commission's Public Reference Room, 
350 Fifth Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20549. 

Notice is Further Given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
August 3, 1987 request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues of law or 
fact raised by said application which he 
desires to controvert or may request that 
he be notified if the Commission should 
order a hearing thereon. 

Any such request should be addressed 
to: Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, DC 20549. At 
any time after said date, the commission 
may issue an order granting the 
application upon such terms and 
conditions as the Commission may deem 
necessary or appropriate in the public 
interest and for the protection of 
investors, unless a hearing is ordered by 
the Commission. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporation Finance, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Jonathan Katz, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 87-15989 Filed 7-14-87; 6:43 amp 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 
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fRetease No. 34-24690: File No. SR-BSE- 
87-1] 


Self-Regulatory Organizations; 
Amendment To Proposed Rule Change 
by Boston Stock Exchange, Inc. 
Relating to the Establishing of the 
Boston Exchange Automated 
Communications Order-Routing 
Network (BEACON) 


Pursuant to section 19b{1} of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15 
U.S.C. 788(b}{1), notice is hereby given 
that on February 27 and March 4, 1987, 
the Boston Stock Exchange, 
Incorporated {“BSE"} filed with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
amendments to File No. SR-BSE-87-1, 
as described in Items I, II, and I 
below.* The Commission is publishing 
this notice to selicit comments on the 
amendments to the proposed rule 
change from interested persons. 


I. Statement of the Terms of Substance 
of the Proposed Rule Change 


The amendments submitted by the 
BSE further develop the set of proposed 
rules for the BSE’s Boston Exchange 
Automated Communication Order- 
routing Network (“BEACON”).? In 
particular, the rules provide for pricing 
of market and marketable limit orders 
entered through BEACON. Proposed 
section 3{a) of the BEACON Rules 
(Chapter XXXII of the BSE Rules) notes 
that such orders entered prior to the 
opening will be priced at the primary 
market opening price, except when the 
entering firm opts for the consolidated 
opening price. Section 3{b} provides that 
market or marketable limit orders 
entered after the opening will be 
executed at the “BEACON quote.” 
Proposed section 5{b) defines the 
BEACON quote as the best 
Consolidated Quotation System bid or 
better on a sell order, ard the best 
Consolidated Quotation System offer or 
better on a buy order. 

The proposed amendments also note 
that BEACON will execute 
automatically all market orders at the 
BEACON quote up to a maximum of 


* See File No. SR-BSE-87-4, filed with the 
Commission on February 27, 1987; and Letter from 
Joseph Carmichael, BSE, to Sharon Lawson, Chief, 
Division of Market Regulation, SEC, dated April 13, 
1987. Initially, these amendments were submitted as 
a separate filing, However, the latter filing (BSE-87— 
4) was withdrawn, and the filings redesignated as 
amendments to BSE-87-1. See Letter from Joseph 
Carmichael, BSE, to Sharon Lawson, Branch Chief, 
Division of Market Regulation, SEC, dated June 18, 
1987. 

® The initial set of rules for the operation of 
BEACON were published for notice in Securities 
Exchange Act Release No. 24187 (March 6, 1987}, 52 
FR 8682. 
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' 1299 shares. Further, market orders that 
would be executed outside the primary 
market price range for the day will be 
“stopped” and subsequently executed at 
the BEACON quote or better. This rule 
is intended to ensure that the daily high 
or low is not established by an 
automatic execution. The rules also give 
the Exchange the authority to change 
the maximum size of orders sent through 
BEACON for nly purposes. Any 
such adaptation of the maximym order 


In its filing with the Commission, the 
self-regulatory organization included 
statements governing the purpose of and 
basis for the purpose rule change and 
discussed any comments it received on 
the proposed rule change. The text of 
these statement may be examined at the 
places specified in Item IV below. The 
self-regulatory 


pa: 
Sections (A), (B), and (C} below, of the 
most significant aspects of such 
statements. 
(A) Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement of the Purpose of, and 
- Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule 
Change 

(a) The purpose of the proposed 
amendments is, among other things, to 
identify the criteria under which orders 


proposed rules also define the term 
“BEACON quotation”. 
(b) The basis under the Act for the 


machanism of a free and open market 
market 


and a national system. 
(B) Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement on Burden on Competition. 


No burden on competition is 
perceived by the adoption of the 
rules. 


serve to improve the mechanism of a 
free and open market, to maintain a fair 


and orderly market and to protect 
investors. 


(C) Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Comments on the 
Proposed Rule Change Received From 
Members, Participants, or Others 


Comments have neither been solicited 
nor received. 


If. Date of Effectiveness of the 
Proposed Rule Change and Timing for 
Commission Action 

Within 35 days of the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register or within such longer period (i) 
as the Commission may designate up to 
90 days of such date if it finds such 
longer period to be appropriate and 
publishes its reasons for so finding or (ii) 
as to which the self-regulatory 
organization consents, the Commission 
will: 


(A) By order approve such proposed 
change, or 

(B) Institute proceedings to determine 
whether the proposed rule change 
should be disapproved. 


IV. Solicitation of Comments 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views and 
arguments concerning the foregoing. 
Persons making written submissions 
should file six copies thereof with the 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20549. Copies of the 
submission, all subsequent amendments, 
all written statements with respect to 
the proposed rule change that are filed 
with the Commission, and all written 
communications relating to the proposed 
rule change between the Commission 
and any person, other than those that 
may be withheld from the public in 
accordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 552, will be available for 
inspection and copying in the 
Commission’s Public Reference Section, 
450 Fifth Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20549. Copies of such filing will also be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the principal office of the above- 
mentioned self-regulatory organization. 
All submissions should refer to the file 
number in the caption above and should 
be submitted by August 5, 1987. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Reguletion, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Dated: July 9, 1987. 

Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16041 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-m 
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[Release No. 34-2468; File No. SR-DTC- 


On March 16, 1987, the Depository 
Trust Company (“DTC”), filed a 
proposed rule change (File No. SR-DTC- 
87-4) under Section 19{b) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (‘Act’). 
The proposal would establish a Same- 
Day Funds Settlement {“SDFS”) Service 
for certain types of securities 
transactions that settle in same-day 
funds and would establish related 
service fees for SDFS Service 
transactions. The Commission published 
notice of the proposal in the Federal 
Register on April 16, 1987. No 
comments were received. On July 7, 
1987, DTC filed an amendment to the 
proposal clarifying the rights to 
securities in segregated accounts. For 
the reasons discussed below, the 
Commission has determined to approve 
the proposed rule change on a 
temporary basis until January 31, 1988. 


L. Description of the Proposal 


The proposed rule change will 
establish DTC’s SDFS Service to provide 
full depository and transaction 
settlement services for certain securities 
transactions that settle in same-day 
funds 2 (“SDFS securities”). SDFS 
securities transactions currently settle 
outside the depository environment. 
Under the SDFS Service, DTC will 
accept deposits of SDFS securities 
certificates for safekeeping and will 
provide a full range of depository 
services for those securities. Those 
services include deposits, deliver orders, 
withdrawals, pledges, Institutional 
Delivery System trade confirmation and 
affirmation, and underwriting 
distributions. 

As discussed below, the proposal 
includes new DTC rules and procedures 
applicable to the SDFS Service for 
account maintenance, transaction 
processing, risk management, money 
settlement, and loss allocation.* Under 


1 Securities Exchange Act Release No. 24320 
(April 10, 1987) 52 FR 12484. 

2 Same-day funds (also known as “Fed funds”} 
are immediately available for redelivery on the day 
of receipt. 

3 DTC's depository opereting procedures for 
SDFS securities in many instances will be similer to 
those used currently by DTC for settlement of 
securities that settle in next-day funds (“NDFS 
securities”). 





the proposal, DTC will process SDFS 
transactions separately from NDFS 
securities and will require 
collateralization of each SDFS 
transaction: In addition to 
collaterlization procedures, DTC will 
impose a debit limit on each DTC 
participant (“Participant”) and add a 
new component to its Participant Fund 
(“SDFS Fund”), to protect against risks 
associated with handling SDFS 
securities and related transactions. Net 
mony settlement will occur daily 
between DTC and SDFS Settling Banks 
using money transfers through the 
Federal Reserve System (“Fedwire").* 
Finally, the SDFS Service generally 
would allocate losses due to Participant 
default to Participants that effected 
transactions with a defaulting 
Participant. 

Under the proposal, DTC will require 
each Participant to maintain sufficient 
collateral on all SDFS transactions to 
cover that Participant's projected 
settlement obligations. On each 
transaction, DTC will “haircut” (or 
discount the value of) SDFS securities 
coming into a Participant's account. A 
receiving Participant must have 
sufficient collateral 5 to cover the 
difference between the value paid for 
the SDFS securities and their discounted 
value.® Before DTC will act on a 
Participant's instructions, it will verify 
that: (1) the Participant will have 
sufficient collateral in its account after 
the transaction to cover any projected 
net settlement debit in the account; (2) 
the Participant on the other side of the 
transaction (“contra-Participant") will 
have sufficient collateral in its account 
immediately after the transaction to 
cover any projected debit balance, and 
(3) both the Participant and the contra- 
Participant will not have a resulting net 


* DTC will deliver and receive same-day funds 
over the Fedwire at its account at the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York (“FRBNY”). Money 
_— will be on net-net basis. See description 
infra. 

5 Collateral consists of: (1) The Participant's 
mandatory deposits to the SDFS Fund (cash and 
securities}; (2) the Participant's voluntary deposits 
to the SDFS Fund; (3) SDFS securities in the 
Participant's account at the of 


payment from other Participants and reflected on 
DTC's books as incomplete transactions; (5) net 
additions to the Participant's account during the 
processing day from unvalued transactions in SDFS 
securities (e.g., deposits) that are not classified as 
customer securities by the Participant; and (6) net 
additions of customer SDFS securities (¢.g.. margin 
securities) classified as collateral by the Participant 
during the processing day. 

* Collateralization requirements also apply to 
withdrawals, free deliveries, and intra-day 
segregation of customer securities. 


debit settlement amount that exceeds 
their respective “Net Debit Caps,” as 
described below. DTC will track 
continuously the value of each 
Participant's collateral (on a real-time, 
on-line basis) to ensure that it is equal to 
or greater than the Participant's current 
net settlement debit. If a Participant 
does not have sufficient collateral to 
cover the resulting net settlement debit 
from a proposed transaction, it may 
pledge more collateral to enable DTC to 
act on the transaction instructions. 

Each Participant in the SDFS Service 
must make a required deposit, consisting 
of cash and securities, into the SDFS 
Fund. DTC will calculate required 
deposits monthly based upon a formula 
of 5% of each Participant's average daily 
gross SDFS debits and credits during the 
prior month, except for qualifying 
broker's brokers, whose required 
deposits will be based on 2% of average 
daily gross SDFS debits for the prior 
month. DTC will require a minimum 
cash deposit of $200,000 from each SDFS 
Participant. The remainder of the 
required deposit (if any) may be made in 
cash or securities of the same type that 
qualify for deposit in the NDFS System 
Fund (e.g., U.S. Government securities). 
A Participant also may make voluntary 
deposits into the SDFS Fund to increase 
its collateral. 

DTC also will impose a Net Debit Cap 
on each SDFS Participant. Each SDFS 
Participant will be limited throughout 
the processing day to a net debit that is 
no higher than the lease of: (1) An 
amount ten times the Participant's 
mandatory and voluntary deposits in the 
SDFS Fund, (2) an amount equal to 75% 
of DTC’s lines of credit with its lenders, 
(3) an amount, if any, determined by the 
Participant's Settling Bank or (4) an 
amount, if any, determined by DTC. A 
Participant may wire funds to DTC at 
any time during the day and, thereby, 
may increase the number of transactions 
that can be processed without exceeding 
its Net Debit Cap. 

Money settlement will occur daily in 
immediately available funds through 
Fedwire transfers to and from DTC's 
account at the FRBNY. Each Participant 
must make arrangements with a bank 
Participant (“Settling Bank") and DTC to 
have the Settling Bank settle payment 
obligations on its behalf with DTC. The 
Settling Bank must have on-line access 
to DTC and Fedwire. Throughout the 
processing day, DTC will provide each 
Settling Bank with an on-line report of 
its net credit or debit positions and the 
net credit or debit positions of each 
Participant it represents. At the end of 
the processing day, DTC will provide 
each Settling Bank with a “net-net” 
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settlement amount, which is the 
aggregate of the end-of-the-day net 
debits and credits in the account of each 
Participant for which the Settling Bank 
settles, including its own account. If at 
the end of the processing day the 
Settling Bank has a net-net debit 
amount, it must pay that amount, no 
later than 4:30 p.m., by Fedwire transfer 
to DTC's account at the FRBNY.? DTC 
will then pay, through similar means (at 
approximately 4:45 p.m.) each Settling 
Bank with a net-net settlement credit. 

The proposal provides for specific 
steps DTC would take if an SDFS 
Participant fails to pay a net debit 
balance. First, DTC would use the 
defaulting Participant's mandatory and 
voluntary cash contributions to the 
SDFS Fund. Second, DTC would pledge 
to lenders the defaulting Participant's 
securities deposits to the SDFS Fund for 
a loan to apply to the default.® Third, 
DTC would pledge to lenders other 
collateral of the defaulting Participant, 
including securities classified as net 
additions (e.g., securities credited to the 
defaulting Participant that day 
(“incomplete deliveries”) that have not 
been paid for). 

If those procedures are insufficient to 
cover the default, DTC would be 
authorized to take the following 
emergency steps. DTC could reduce pro 
rata net credits of Participants who 
delivered SDFS securities to the 
defaulting Participant on the day of 
default. Those reductions would be 
limited to the amount of the net credit 
balance of each Participant resulting 
from transactions with the defaulting 
Participant. As an alternative, DTC also 
could resell to delivering Participants 
SDFS securities that those Participants 
sold to the defaulting Participant on the 
day of default.® Finally, if the preceding 


7 The proposal allows a Settling Bank to decide 
not to settle for a particular Participant(s) by 
notifying DTC by 4:00 p.m. That aspect of the 
proposal recognizes the practice of many banks to 
act only as agent in effecting settlement of securities 
transactions and not to be liable as a principal. 

If the Participant fails to arrange for its back-up 
Settling Bank to act on its behalf, DTC will treat the 
Participant as having defaulted and will follow the 
procedures for Participant defaults. See text 
accompanying notes 6-10, infra. 

®As an alternative, DTC could sell those 
securities. DTC also would be authorized to pledge 
all securities in the SDFS Fund, including securities 
of non-defaulting Participants, subject to the 
requirement that it restore those securities as other 
funds are collected under DTC's default procedures. 

® Those resales would be at the same price 
originally credited to the delivering Participant. 
Cash credits reversed under the resale procedure 
would not be subject to the net credit reduction 
procedure above. R 
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step did not cover the default, DTC 
would be authorized to make pro rata 
net credit reductions, on an emergency 
basis, for all SDFS Participants with net 
credit balances, including those 
Participants that did not make deliveries 
to the defaulting Participant. 

If the defaulting Participant is solvent 
a pays its debit balance in same-day 
funds by 10:00 a.m. on the day after the 


followed on the day of 
- default. DTC would repay lenders and 


reduced. DTC would collect appropriate 
interest charges from the defaulting 
Participant. DTC also would be 
authorized to assess failute-to-settle fees 
against the defaulting icipant.?° 

If the defaulting Participant does not 
cure the default fe.g., is insolvent), the 
proposal is designed to allocate any loss 
to Participants that made aaa to 
the defaulting Participant. If it was 
necessary for DTC to assess, on an 
emergency basis, all Participants with 
net credit balances on the day of 
default, DTC would repay those 
Participants that did not make deliveries 
versus payment to the defaulting 
Participant and assess, pro rata, those 
Participants that had made deliveries to 


the defaulting Participant. 
if the ici also is a 


Participant 

Settling Bank, DTC would first apply 
that Participant's collateral to the 
default and follow the procedures 
outlined above. In addition, DTC would 
be authorized to recover any interest 
loss poro rata from Participants 
represented by the defaulting Settling 
Bank and who had net credit balances 
on the day of default. Participants with 
net debit balances represented by the 
Settling Bank would remain obligated to 
pay those debits to DTC; however, those 
Participants in the aggregate would be 
obligated only to the extent of the 
Settling Bank's unpaid net-net debit. 

DTC states that the first SDFS 
securities scheduled to be eligible for 
the SDFS Service will be a small number 
of municipal notes. DTC will consider 
expanding to other municipal notes and 
five other targeted securities ** based 


1° DTC procedures provide for waiver of failure- 
to-settle fees during DTC's pilot operation of the 
SDFS Service. 

‘! Those securities are as follows: {1} municipal 
notes with a maturity of one year of less; (2) 
municipal bonds with short-term demand ("put") 


approximately $300 billion at year-end.1987., 


upon initial SDFS Service operation and 
Participants’ requests. 
H. DTC’s Rationale _ 

DTC states that the proposed rule 
change is consistent with the Act.in that 
it promotes the prompt and accurate 
clearance and settlement of transactions 
in SDFS securities and funds in DTC's 
custody or under its control. DTC 
believes that the SDFS 
Service, with collateralized settlement 
debits, should allow DTC to accomplish 
daily settlement even when a 
Participant fails to settle and protect 
DTC and its Participants from risk of 
loss. 


III. Discussion 


As discussed below, the Commission 
believes that DTC’s SDFS Service is 
designed to provide an efficient and safe 
environment for the centralized 
clearance and settlement of SDFS 
securities. Accordingly, the Commission 
is approving DTC’s proposal on a 
temporary basis. ; 


1. Background 


The proposal represents an important 
step in expanding the services of the 
National Clearance and Settlement 
System ("National System”} envisioned 
by Congress +? to securities transactions 
that settle in same-day funds. With the 
exception of mortgage-backed 
securities +3 and standardized 
options,'* National System settlement 
services generally have been provided 
only for securities transactions that 
settle in next-day funds, eg., corporate 
equity securities. As discussed below, 
same-day funds securities transactions 
generally have been settled outside the 
National System through decentralized 
physical delivery procedures.?® 

The current system of physical 
processing of SDFS securities is labor- 
intensive, cestly and error-prone. 
Settling parties typically must engage in 
a multi-step operation '* to exchange 


2 See Section 17A of the Act. 

13 The MBS Clearing Corporation provides book- 
entry settlement services in same-day funds for 
mortgage-backed securities. See Securities 
ge noes No. 24046 (Feb. 2, 1987), 52 FR 


a the Options Clearing Corporation provides 
clearance and same-day funds settlement for 
options activity. 

18 The Federal Reserve System provides book- 
entry transfer services for same-day funds and 
certain U.S. Government securities, e.g. Treasury 
securities. Physical processing generally i is not 
required for settlement of transactions in conpatian 
eligible for Fedwire transfer. 

18 Under current procedures, a typical delivery. . 
involves the ee steps: (1) the delivering party 

certificates might 


delivering party's own vault, for example); (2) the 


the SDFS securities and related funds. 
That process exposes each side:to risk 
of loss. In most instances, the selling 
party gives up physical possession of 
the certificates before receiving 
payment. This procedure places the 
delivering party at risk that it may not 
obtain payment or recover the securities 
if the receiving party becomes insolvent 
before issuing payment. Similarly, 
lenders entering into repurchase 
agreements or taking pledges are also at 
risk when they do not take possession of 
the securities collateral prior to effecting 
the transaction. In addition, physical 
movement of the certificates increases 
risks of loss or theft. 
2. Settlement Under the Proposal 

DTC’s proposal is designed to 
centralize and automate transaction 
settlements in SDFS securities through 
book-entry settlement procedures. The 
first step in that process is the deposit 
service for SDFS securities. Participants 
will receive book-entry credit for 
deposited SDFS securities, which DTC 
will immobilize in its vaults. Thereafter, 
SDFS securities positions will be 
available for book-entry transfer 
services for transaction settlement or 
pledge, as well as other applicable 
depository services. 

As above, the proposal 
provides for collateralization ef SDFS 
securities transaction processing. Prior 
to acting on a transaction, DTC will 
verify the collateral values *? for both 
the delivering and receiving 
to ensure that both maintain collateral 
sufficient to cover their projected net 
cash debit balances. Prior to completion 
of end-of-the-day cash settlement, DTC 
will retain tithe to the securities to 
ensure payment by Participants with net 
cash debits.'* Participants will be able 


delivering party checks securities to ensure they are 
in good deliverable form; (3) the delivering party 
microfilms securities and delivers them by courrier 
to the receiving party; (4) the wende party verifies 
instructions te receive securities; (5) the receiving 
party checks securities for quantity, good form, etc., 
and microfilms them; (6} the receiving party notifies 
its bank to make payment ever Fedwire (if the 
receiving party itself is not a bank); (7) the receiving 


party's bank receives payment, credits the 
deliverer's account and notifies deliverer; (10) the 
delivering party verifies payment. 

¥? Under the pro DTC wilt track 
continuously-the value of each Participant's 
collateral. DTC will obtain market value data from 
third-party vendors of that information, from its 

and from settlement values of SDFS 

securities transactions. DTC will 4hen “haircut” its 
market value determinations based upon: DTC's 
line-of-credit-banks collateral valuation for loan. . ~ 
purposes. See note 31, infra. : 

+8 Parti can obtain title beleve final enh 
settlement by withdrawal or segregation 
instructions, which must be collateralized. 





to use intra-day credits of securities or 
funds for subsequent transactions 
provided they maintain sufficient 
collateral. 


3. Benefits 


The Commission believes that the 
proposal should provide significant 
benefits to SDFS securities issuers, DTC 
Participants, those Participants’ 
correspondents, and investors. The 
proposal should reduce expenses related 
to physical certificate issuance,'® 
examination, and delivery. Estimates 
indicate that brokers and custodian 
banks can save from $10-$35 per 
transaction when transactions are 
processed at a depository versus 
physical delivery procedures.?° 
Depository processing also reduces 
financing costs caused by delayed 
settlements and unknown 
transactions.?! 

The proposal also should reduce risk 
associated with current physical 
settlement procedures. By immobilizing 
certificates and providing book-entry 
deliver service, the proposal would 
reduce greatly risk of certificate loss or 
theft. The proposals procedures for 
securities delivery versus money 
payment would reduce the risk of non- 
payment for delivered securities. 
Finally, the proposal should increase 
certainty and reduce risk for secured 
transactions by providing book-entry 
ownership or pledge procedures to track 
repurchase agreements or loans 
collateralized with securities. 


4. Risk Management 


The Commission has reviewed those 
aspects of the proposal that are 
designed to protect DTC and 
Participants against financial loss from 
Participant default and to allocate any 
loss that might occur. Based upon that 
review, the Commission has determined 


1° For example, the Commission understands that 
in 1984 a $4.3 billion issue of municipal notes 
required the initial issuance and physical delivery 
of 560,000 certificates. Because the proposal would 
enable primary distributions to be distributed by 
book-entry deliveries at DTC, issuers and 
underwriters could deliver a greatly reduced 
number of certificates, in large denominations, to 
DTC. DTC would need only enough certificates to 
meet expected demand for withdrawis, 

2° See Division of Market Regulation, Progress 
and Prospects: Depository Immobilization of 
Securities and Use of Book-Entry Systems (“Staff 
Report"), June 14, 1985. 

2! DTC's Institutional Delivery System (“ID") 
provides automated confirmation and affirmation of 
Participants’ transactions with their customers and 
agent banks. ID.enables Participants to effect 
settlement with institutional customers within the 
five-day interdealer settlement cycle. Estimates 
indicate that for corporate debt and equity 
securities, ID can reduce a broker's or bank's costs 
by $10,000-$200,000 annually. See Staff Report, id., 
at 9. 


that the proposal is consistent with 
DTC's obligations under the Act to 
safeguard securities and funds under its 
custody or control or for which it is 
responsible. 

The Commission believes that DTC's 
SDFS rules and procedures are designed 
to protect DTC and its Participants 
against financial loss associated with 
the SDFS Service. The principal source 
of financial risk to DTC and its 
Participants is that Participants may fail 
to pay their end-of-the-day settlement 
obligations or become insolvent. SDFS 
Service safeguards against these risks 
include initial and continuing financial 
qualifications for SDFS Participants, the 
SDFS Fund, 2? full collateralization on 
all transactions, a Net Debit Cap, and 
procedures to allocate anylossto 
Participants that traded with an 
insolvent Participant.?* 

The proposal authorizes DTC to take 
a variety of steps in managing a 
Participant default. DTC could pledge 
for loan purposes or sell collateral of the 
defaulting Participant. DTC has a line of 
credit from lenders committed to loan 
funds secured by securities collateral.** 
If those procedures prove insufficient, 
DTC would be authorized to assess any 
remaining loss against Participants with 
net cash credit balances, as described 
below, on the day of default. The 
proposal would allocate such a loss 
among Participants with net cash credit 
balances to the extent those Participants 
received cash credits from the defaulting 
Participant. That allocation would 
assess Participants that had 
transactions with the defaulting 
Participant and thereby create 
incentives for Participants to make 
credit decisions about the parties with 
whom they trade. Although DTC would 


32 See description supra. 

23 Under DTC's NDFS settlement rules, DTC 
would, if a Participant defaults, use that 
Participant's deposit to the NDFS Fund. DTC also is 
authorized to effect reversals or resales of 
deliveries. If a loss remained, DTC could assess, pro 
rata, all DTC Participants, regardless of whether 
those Participants made deliveries to the defaulting 
participant. 

24 DTC will use the same-day funds line of credit 
to complete settlement in the defaulting 
Participant's account. In most cases, the Participant 
will repay DTC the next morning in same-day funds, 
which DTC will use to repay the loans from the line 
of credit lenders. DTC's lenders will release the 
collateral used to secure the loans and DTC will re- 
establish the collateral in the Participant's account. 
DTC will charge the Participant for interest and 
other charges incurred in obtaining the loan. 

DTC's line of credit may act as a limit on a 
Participant's Net Debit Cap. As mentioned above, a 
Participant's Net Debit Cap is limited to the /esser 
of four amounts: (1) 75% of DTC's line of credit with 
lenders; (2) ten times the Participant's mandatory 
and voluntary deposits to the SDFS Fund; (3) the 
amount, if any, determined by the Participant's 
Settling Bank; or (4) the amount, if any, determined 
by DTC. 
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be authorized to assess all Participants 
with net cash credit balances on the day 
of default,2® that assessment would be 
repaid and charged to Participants that 
made deliveries to the defaulting 
Participant.?® 

If a Settling Bank defaults, the 
proposal would provide for the same 
procedures outlined above and also 
would allocate loss to Participants that 
chose that Settling Bank to settle on 
their behalf. Participants with net cash 
using that bank would be obligated to 
pay DTC that amount. Such Participants 
in the aggregate would be obligated to 
DTC to the extent of the net-net cash 
debit of the defaulting Settling Bank. 
DTC would not be obligated to 
Participants with net cash credits that 
used the defaulting Settling Bank.?7 

Accurate collateral valuation, coupled 
with conservative haircut levels, is 
essential to minimizing the risk of loss in 
the event of a Participant default. Under 
the proposal, DTC would obtain 
information on the value of securities 
collateral from the following sources: (1) 
third-party vendors; 2® (2) quotes from 
SDFS Participants; *® and (3) SDFS 


26 As noted above, the proposal generally 
requires DTC to restore SDFS Fund cash or 
securities belonging to nondefaulting Participants 
and Participants that did not make deliveries to the 
defaulting Participant. In addition, the Commission 
notes that Division of Market Regulation Standards 
for clearing agencies limit the ways in which a 
clearing agency can use its participants’ clearing 
fund. For example, those standards provide that if a 
clearing agency pledges clearing fund assets other 
than on a temporary basis, the clearing agency must 
treat that use as if it were a pro rata assessment 
against participants. See Securities Exchange Act 
Release Nos. 16900 (June 17, 1980) 45 FR 41920; 
20221 (September 23, 1983). 

26 Although other clearing agency systems 
provide for pro rata assessment of all members or 
participants if a default occurs, the Commission 
believes that the allocation of loss under the 
proposal is reasonable. The Commission 
understands that many DTC Participants favored 
the proposals loss allocation scheme because they 
could continue to make in-house credit decisions 
and avoid assessment if they did no business with a 
Participant in default. The Commission approved an 
assessment scheme similar in concept to the 
proposal when it granted MBS Clearing Corporation 
registration as a clearing agency. See note 13, supra. 

27 Those Participants would be assessed any 
interest charges relating to the delay in payment of 
the defaulting Settling Bank's net-net debit balance. 

26 The Commission understands that DTC 
subscribes to several well-recognized securities 
quotation and portfolio valuation services, and that 
those vendors provide market value information 
concerning municipal notes. 

2° The proposal requires Participants to provide 
DTC with market value information concerning 
SDFS securities. The Commission understands that 
major underwriters, trading firms, and brokers’ 
brokers have applied to participate in the SDFS 
Service and would be obligated to suply DTC with 
market-value information. 
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settlement prices.°° Based on haircut 
data from its line-of-credit banks 
(reflecting amounts lenders would be 
willing to lend based on SDFS securities 
collateral,3! DTC would establish SDFS 
system collateral monitor values. The 
Commission believes that those sources 
should provide reliable information 
about actual daily trading prices among 
market professionals and conservative 
collateral valuations by bank lenders. 
The Commission also notes DTC’s 
ability under the proposal to change 
collateral values during the processing 
day if information from any of these 
sources suggests that coliateral may be 
overvalued. 

The Commission believes the proposal 
is designed prudently and includes 
procedures that likely would enable 
DTC to raise funds to cover defaults and 
complete daily settlement with non- 
defaulting Participants. If a loss remains 
after DTC’s use of collateral, the 
Commission believes that the proposal 
would allocate that loss among DTC 
Participants in a reasonable and 
equitable manner consistent with the 
Act. 


5. Custody and Customer Protection 


The Commission has reviewed the 
proposal as it relates to Commission 
rules concerning custodial requirements 
and customer asset protection.*? The 
Commission believes that the proposal 
incorporates current DTC systems and 
procedures that comply with the 
requirements of the Act. In addition, 
DTC amended the proposal to clarify in 
its rules that securities held in 
segregated positions are free of any 
liens or claims of DTC. 


6. Temporary Approval 


As noted above, the Commission has 
determined to approve the proposal on a 
temporary basis until January 31, 1988. 
The Commission believes that 
temporary approval is necessary to 
enable DTC, Participants, and the 
Commission to gain experience with the 
SDFS service and to identify any 
problems with or necessary changes to 
that service. During the temporary 
approval period, the Commission 
expects DTC to file under Section 19(b) 
of the Act any expansion of the 


3° SDFS settlement prices reflect recent trading 
prices among participants. 

51 That information would reflect the lenders’ 
independent credit judgments and willingness to 
lend their own funds based on SDFS securities 
collateral. 

32 See, e.g., Rules 8c-1, 15c2-1, and 15c3-3 under 
the Act. 

33 See letter from Richard B. Nesson, General 
Counsel, DTC, to Jonathan Kallman, Assistant 
Director, Division of Market Regulation, dated July 
7, 1987. 


proposal, including the addition of SDFS 
securities other than municipal notes. 
The Commission expects DTC to 
continue conversations with 
Participants and, in particular, Settling 
Banks, concerning procedures for 
handling Settling Bank defaults. The 
Commission also directs DTC to report 
to the Commission, by December 31, 
1987, concerning the operation of the 
SDFS Service.** The Commission will 
consider permanent approval at the 
expiration of the temporary approval 
period. 


IV. Conclusion 


For the foregoing reasons, the 
Commission believes that DTC's 
proposal (File No. SR-DTC-87-4) is 
consistent with section 17A of the Act 
and the rules and regulations thereunder 
in that it should promote the prompt and 
accurate clearance and settlement of 
same-day funds securities transactions 
and the safeguarding of funds and 
securities related thereto. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
section 19(b) of the Act, that DTC’s 
proposed rule change be, and thereby is, 
approved on a temporary basis until 
January 31, 1988. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 


Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Jonathan G. Katz, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-16042 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE’ 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 34-24685; File No. SR-NASD- 
87-27] 


Self-Regulatory Organizations; 
Proposed Rule Change by National 
Association of Securities Dealers, Inc. 
Relating to Assessments and Fees 


Pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“Act”), 
15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1), notice is hereby 
given that on June 24, 1987, the National 
Association of Securities Dealers, Inc. 
(“NASD”) filed with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission (“Commission”) 
the proposed rule change described in 
Items I, I, and III below, which have 
been prepared by the NASD. The 
Commission is publishing this notice to 
solicit comments on the proposed rule 
change from interested persons. 


34 |That report should include information on 
settlement delays and defaults, general operations 
statistics, eligible securities and any problems DTC 
or Participants identify with SDFS services. 
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I. Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement of the Terms of Substance of 
the Proposed Rule change 


The proposed rule change to section 
2(d) of Schedule A to the NASD By- 
Laws empowers the NASD to collect a 
New York Stock Exchange examination 
development fee of $10.00 from each 
individual who takes a Series 7 
examination for registration as a general 
securities representative. The New York 
Stock Exchange examination 
development fee is in addition to the 
registration and examination fees 
contained in Items (b) and (c) of section 
2. 


Il. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement of the Purpose of, and 
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule 


Change 


In its filing with the Commission, the 
NASD included statements concerning 
the purpose of, and statutory basis for, 
the proposed rule change and discussed 
any comments it received on the 
proposed rule change. The text of these 
statements may be examined at the 
places specified in Item IV below. The 
NASD has prepared summaries, set 
forth in sections (A), (B), and (C), below, 
of the most significant aspects of such 
statements. 


A. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement of the Purpose of, and 
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule 
Change 


The proposed amendment to section 
2(d) to Schedule A authorizes the NASD 
to collect a pass-through examination 
development fee of $10.00 from each 
individual who takes a Series 7 
examination for registration as a general 
securities representative. This 
development fee has been imposed by 
the New York Stock Exchange and 
approved by the Securities and 
Exchange Commission (Securities 
Exchange Act Release No. 24122, 
February 20, 1987) and is merely being 
collected by the NASD for payment to 
the New York Stock Exchange. The New 
York Stock Exchange has represented 
that the $10.00 fee is necessary for the 
New York Stock Exchange to recover 
examination development costs. 

For the reasons stated above, the 
proposed fee is consistent with and in 
furtherance of section 15A(b)(5) of the 
Act, which requires that the rules of the 
NASD provide for the equitable 
allocation of reasonable fees and other 
charges among members and other 
persons using any facility or system that 
the NASD operates or controls. 





B. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Burden on Competition 


The NASD does not anticipate that 
the proposed rule change will impose 
any burden on competition not 
necessary or appropriate in furtherance 
of the purposes of the Act. 


C. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Comments on the 
Proposed Rule Change Received From 
Members, Participants or Others 


Comments were neither solicited nor 
received with respect to the proposed 
rule change contained in this filing. 


Ill. Date of Effectiveness of Proposed 


Rule Change and Timing for 


Within 35 days of the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register or within such longer period (i) 
as the Commission may designate up to 
90 days of such date if it finds such 
longer period to be appropriate and 
publishes its reasons for so finding or (ii) 
as to which the self-regulatory 
organization consents, the Commission 
will: 

A. By order approve such proposed 
rule change, or 

B. Institute proceedings to determine 
whether the proposed rule change 
should be disapproved. 


IV. Solicitation of Comments 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views, and 
arguments concerning the foregoing. 
Persons making written submissions 
should file six copies thereof with the 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20549. Copies of the 
submissions, all subsequent 
amendments, all written statements 
with respect to the proposed rule change 
that are filed with the Commission, and 
all written communications relating to 
the proposed rule change between the 
Commission and any person, other than 
those that may be withheld from the 
public in accordance with the provisions 
of 5 U.S.C. 552, will be available for 
inspection and copying in the 
Commission's Public Reference Room. 
Copies of such filing will also be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the principal office of the NASD. All 
submissions should refer to file number 
SR-NASD-87-27 and should be 
submitted by August 5, 1987. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority, 17 CFR 200.30- 
3(a)(12). 


Dated: July 8, 1987. 
Jonathan G. Katz, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-16043 Filed 7-14-87; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-" ‘ 


[Release No. 34-24687; File No. NYSE-87- 
19] 


Self-Regulatory Organizations; New 
York Stock Exchange, Inc.; Notice of 
Filing and Order Granting Accelerated 
Approval to Proposed Rule Change 


On July 6, 1987, the New York Stock 
Exchange, Inc. (“NYSE” or “Exchange”’) 
submitted to the Securities and 
Exchange Commission (“Commission”), 
pursuant to Section 19{b)(1) under the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“Act”)! 
and Rule 19b-4 thereunder,” a proposed 
rule change to apply the listing 
requirements for warrants under Para. 
703.15 of the NYSE Listed Company 
Manuai to the listing of foreign 
currency warrants. Para. 703.15, entitled 
“Foreign Currency Warrants,” states 
that the Exchange will list foreign 
currency warrants having the following 
general characteristics: the warrants 
will be unsecured obligations of the 
issuer, exercisable at any time during 
their term, and have a value linked to 
the price of a foreign currency such as 
the Japanese yen. At exercise, or at the 
expiration data, the holder of a warrant 
will receive payment in United States 
dollars to the extent the applicable 
foreign currency (e.g., the Japanese yen) 
has weakened below the strike price.* 
The warrants will expire worthless if 
they are “‘out-of-the-money” on their 
expiration date. 

Para. 703.15 further provides that the 
warrant issuer will be an entity that has 
assets in excess of $100 million and that 
otherwise substantially exceeds the size 
and earnings requirements of Para. 
102.01 of the NYSE Listed Company 
Manual. The warrant issue must be of 
such size that at least 500,000 warrants 
are publicly held by not less than 400 
holders. 

Prior to the warrant expiration date, a 
holder may exercise no fewer then 2,000 
warrants at any time.* Generally, if the 


115 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1) (1982). 

2 17 CFR 240.19b-4 (1986). 

5 The Exchange expects that other foreign 
currency warrant listings may involve terms such 
that the holder, at exercise or upon expiration, will 
receive payment in United States dollars to the 
extent the applicable foreign currency has 
strengthened above the strike price and/or that 
additional foreign currency warrants may be sold 
by means other than a separate issuance of notes 
and warrants. 

* While a holder of warrants, prior to the warrant 
expiration date, may exercise no fewer than 2,000 
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value of the foreign currency on which 
the warrant is based falls below a pre- 
determined base price, the warrant can 
beexpetted to increase in value: On the 
other hand, an increase in the value of 
the foreign currency relative to the U:S. 
dollar would tend to lessen the value of 
the warrants. 
Because of the unique characteristics 
of such foreign currency warrants, the 
Exchange will distribute to its 
membership, in the form attached hereto 
as an Exhibit, a circular providing 
specific guidance to member firms 
regarding their compliance 
responsibilities when handling 
transactions in warrants. Specifically, 
the circular recommends that investors 
in the warrants be afforded an 
explanation of the special 
characteristics and risks attendant to 
trading thereof, including the limitation 
on exercise {i.e., 2,000 or more 
warrants). In addition, the circular 
recommends that warrants “be sold only 
to investors whose accounts have been 
approved for options trading.” If, 
however, a member or member 
organization undertakes to effect a 
transaction in warrants for a customer 
who, for some-reason, does not wish to 
open an options account, such member 
or member organization will be advised 
by the circular to make a careful 
determination that such warrants are 
suitable for such customer.® The 
Commission finds that the proposed rule 
change is consistent with the 
requirements of the Act and the rules 
and regulations thereunder applicable to 
a national securities exchange, and, in 
particular, the requirements of section 
6(b)(5),® in that it is designed to prevent 
fraudulent and manipulative acts and 
practices, to promote just and equitable 
principles of trade, and is not designed 
to permit unfair discrimination between 
customers, issuers, brokers or dealers. 
The NYSE anticipates that nearly all 
trading in listed foreign currency 
warrants, which the Commission views 


warrants at any one time, the Exchange will provide 
a continuous market for the warrants, regardless of 
order size. All “in the money” warrants not 
exercised two days prior to the warrant expiration 
date will be deemed automatically exercised on the 
expiration date. 

5 See NYSE Rules 405 (Diligence as to Accounts), 
721 (Opening of Accounts), and 723 (Suitability). In 
this regard, the Commission expects that member 
organizations, before effecting transactions in these 
warrants for an account, will evaluate the various 
factors used to determine whether an account is 
suitable for options trading. The Commission notes 
further that an account that is not approved for 
options trading generally would be appropriate for 
trading foreign currency warrants to the extent that 
the account satisfies the general options suitability 
requirements. 

615 U.S.C. 78f(b)(5) (1982). 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


as securities subject to Rule 19c-3 of the 
Act,’ will occur on the Exchange. 
Transactions effected through the 
facilities of the Exchange will be subject 
to, and customers will have the 
protection of, NYSE rules. The listing 
and trading of such securities raise no 
special regulatory concerns in view of 
the fact that the Exchange currently lists 
and trades other warrants and similer 
instruments, and will apply similar 
listing standards to foreign currency 
warrants as described in Para. 703.15. 
To the extent that any trading occurs off 
the Exchange in the “third market,” the 
trading will be subject to the rules of the 
National Association of Securities 
Dealers. In addition, the Exchange will 
issue to its members a circular, 
described above, detailing certain 
factors to be considered by members or 
member organizations prior to effecting 
transactions in foreign currency 
warrants for customers. More 
specifically, that circular will alert 
members to the special disclosure and 
suitability obligations involved in this 
product. Finally, the minimum size of the 
issuer—at least $100 million in assets— 
will help ensure that the issuer has 
sufficient financial means to meet its 
settlement obligations. 

The Commission finds good cause for 
approving the proposed rule change 
prior to the thirtieth day after the 
publication of the proposal in the 
Federal Register. The NYSE has stated 
that since a number of major companies 
listed on the Exchange have issued, or 
may be in the process of issuing, foreign 
currency warrants, the Exchange should 
be permitted to offer its listed 
companies the opportunity to have such 
securities traded in their principal 
securities market. The absence of 
accelerated effectiveness could deny 
this opportunity and, thereby, create an 
unfair burden on competition. 
Furthermore, the proposed rule change 
is substantially identical to proposed 
rule changes filed by the American 
Stock Exchange, Inc. (File No. SR- 
AMEX-87-15) and the Philadelphia 
Stock Exchange, Inc. (File No. SR- 
PHLX-87-21) that were granted 
accelerated approval by the 
Commission in Securities Exchange Act 
_ Release Nos. 24555 (June 5, 1987), 52 FR 
22570 and 24680 (July 7, 1987), 
respectively. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
section 19(b)(2) of the Act,® that the 
proposed rule change is approved. 


717 CFR 240 19c-3 (1988). 
®15 U.S.C. 788(b)(2) (1982). 


For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority.® 


Dated: July 8, 1987. 
Jonathan G. Katz, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-16044 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 35-24421] 


Filings Under the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act”) 


July 9, 1987. 


Notice is hereby given that the 
following filing(s) has/have been made 
with the Commission pursuant to 
provisions of the Act and rules 
promulgated thereunder. All interested 
persons are referred to the 
application(s) and/or declaration(s) for 
complete statements of the proposed 
transaction(s) summarized below. The 
application(s) and/or declaration(s) and 
any amendment(s) thereto is/are 
available for public inspection through 
the Commission's Office of Public 
Reference. 

Interested persons wishing to 
comment or request a hearing on the 
application(s) and/or declaration(s) 
should submit their views in writing by 
August 3, 1987 to the Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, DC 20549, and serve a copy 
on the relevant applicant(s) and/or 
declarant(s) at the addresses specified 
below. Proof of service (by affidavit or, 
in case of an attorney at law, by 
certificate) should be filed with the 
reqauest. Any request for hearing shall 
identify specifically the issues of fact or 
law that are disputed. A person who so 
requests will be notified of any hearing, 
if ordered, and will receive a copy of 
any notice or order issued in the matter. 
After said date, the application(s) and/ 
or declaration(s), as filed or as 
amended, may be granted and/or 
permitted to become effective. 


Central Power and Light Company (70- 
7249) 


Central Power and Light Company 
(“CP&L”), P.O. Box 2121, Corpous 
Christi, Texas 78403, an electric utility 
subsidiary of Central and South West 
Corporation, a registered holding 
company, has filed a post-effective 
amendment to its application- 
declaration filed pursuant to sections 
6(a), 7, 9(a), 10 and 121(c) of the Act and 
Rule 50 thereunder. 


®17 CFR 200.30-3(a)(12) (1986). 
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CP&L was authorized by order dated 
November 5, 1986 (HCAR No. 24233) to 
issue and sell through December 31, 
1987, $100 million of first mortgage 
bonds (“Bonds”) and $100 million of 
debentures (“Debentures”) and to apply 
the proceeds of such sale toward the 
acquisition, for cash by tender offer, of 
up to $85 million of its outstanding first 
mortgage bonds and up to $100,742,000 
of its outstanding debentures in two 
series (collectively, “Outstanding 
Securities”). CP&L now seeks 
authorization through December 31, 1988 
to issue and sell the Bonds and to use 
the proceeds thereof to fund 
construction expenditures and to issue 
and sell the Debentures and to use the 
proceeds thereof for the purchase of the 
Outstanding Securities. 


Jersey Central Power & Light Company, 
et al. (70-7400) 


Jersey Central Power & Light 
Company (“JCP&L”), Madison Avenue 
at Punch Bow! Road, Morristown, New 
Jersey 07960, Metropolitan Edison 
Company (“Met-Ed”), P.O. Box 16001, 
Reading, Pennsylvania 19640, and 
Pennsylvania Electric Company 
(“Penelec”), 1001 Broad Street, 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15907 
(collectively, the “Utility Companies”), 
subsidiaries of General Public Utilities 
Corporation, a registered holding 
company, and the Utility Companies’ 
wholly owned subsidiary, Saxton 
Nuclear Experimental Corporation 
(“SNEC”), 100 Interpace Parkway, 
Parsippany, New Jersey 07054, have 
filed a declaration pursuant to section 
12(b) of the Act and Rule 45 thereunder. 

Pursuant to orders of the New Jersey 
Board of Public Utilities and 
Pennsylvania Public Utilities 
Commissin, respectively, the Utility 
Companies have been authorized to 
collect revenues from their ratepayers 
and deposit such revenues in trust 
(“Trust”) for the decommissioning and 
dismantling of SNEC’s retired nuclear 
facility. The annual amounts presently 
being collected are: JCP&L—$553,000; 
Met-Ed—$70,000; and Penelc—$&(,})O. It 
is proposed that SNEC withdraw from 
such Trust such amounts as may be 
necessary to pay the costs of 
decommissioning and dismantling the 
facility. As of March 31, 1987, amounts 
so held in Trust were: JCP&L— 
$3,688,072; Met-Ed—$930,058; and 
Penelec—$852,425. 


The Narragansett Electric Company (70- 
7403) 


The Naragansett Electric Company 
(“Narragansett”), 280 Melrose Street, 
Providence, Rhode Island 02901, a 
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aggregate principal amount not to 
exceed $75 million. The interest rate and 
price of each series of first mortgage 
bonds will be determined by 
competitive bidding. Narragansett may 
later seek an exception from Rule 50 to 
offer the first mortgage bonds on a 
negotiated basis. 

Proceeds from the sale or the first 
mortgage bonds would be used: (i) To 
acquire any or all of Narragansett's 
outstanding 10-%% Series P bonds, due 
2016, through tender offers or open 
market purchases, (ii) to redeem its 
outstanding 8% Series J] bonds, due 2004, 
(iii) to pay for up to $25 million of capital 
expenditures, and (iv) to retire short 
term debt. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16045 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-m 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
interest Rates; Quarterly 
Determinations 


The interest rate of section 7{a) Small 
Business Administration direct loans {as 
amended by Pub. L. 97-35) and the SBA 
share of immediate participation loans 


Farmer's Supply Co-operative, inc. 


FIBA ‘Leasing Co./Mass 
Equipment Co., inc. Westboro, MA. 


is nine and one-half (9%) percent for the 
fiscal quarter beginning july 1, 1987. 

On a quarterly basis, the Small 
Business Administration also publishes 
an interest rate called the option “peg” 
rate (13 CFR 122.8-4{d}). This rate is a 
weighted average cost of money to the 
government for maturities similar to the 
average SBA loan. This rate may be 
used as a base rate for guaranteed 
fluctuating interest rate SBA loans. For 
the July-September quarter of 1987, this 
rate will be eight (8) percent. 

Edwin T. Holloway, 

Associate Administrator for Finance and 
Investment, 

[FR Doc. 87-16066 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45am} 
BILLING CODE 8025-01-M 


[License No. 09/09-5363) 


On December 6, 1985, a notice was 
published in the Federal Register (Vol 
50, No. 235, PG. 50829) stating that an 
application has been filed by Princeton 
Finance Company, Los Angeles, CA, 
with the Small Business Administration 
(SBA) pursant to § 107.102 of the 
Regulations governing small business 
investment companies (13 CFR 107.102 
(1987)) for a license as a small business 
investment company. 

Interested parties were given until 
close of business January 5, 1986, to 
submit their comments to SBA. No 
comments were received. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 301(d) of the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958, as amended, 
after having considered the application 
and all other pertinent information, SBA 


RENEWAL AND PARTY TO EXEMPTIONS 


| 49 CFR 173.52, 
173.98, 177.821, 177: 


179. 102-11. 


issued License No. 09/08-5363 on June 8, 
1987, te Princeton Finance Company to 
operate as a small business investment 
company. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 

Dated: July 9, 1987. 
Robert G. Lineberry, 
Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment. 
[FR Doc. 87-16067 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8025-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration 


Grants and Denials of Applications tor 
Exemptions; RECO, Inc., et al. 


AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration, DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of grants and denials of 
applications for exemptions. 


SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation's 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR Part 107, Subpart B), notice is 
hereby given of the exemptions granted 
in May 1987. The modes of 
transportation involved are identified by 
a number in the “Nature of Exemption 
Thereof” portion of the table below as 
follows: 1—Motor vehicle, 2—Rail 
freight, 3—Cargo vessel, 4—Cargo-only 
aircraft, 5—Passenger-carrying aircraft. 
Application numbers prefixed by the 
letters EE represent applications for 
Emergency Exemptions. 


177.834(t)(1), To authorize use of DOT Specification 63/2S o ares metal drum/ 
B35(k). 


shipment of certain compressed 
not listed in 49 CFR 173.314 and 173.315, in DOT Specification MC- 


330 and MC-331 cargo tanks or 105A300W, 112A340W, 114A340W, 
106A500, 106A5S00X, and 140AS00W tank car tanks. Modes 1, 2.) 


49 CFR 173.114a 
49. CFR 173.121 


To authorize 


privately operated bulk happer-type units, for transportation 


portion of a flammabie liquid. (Modes 1, 3) 


| 49: CFR 173.217 (a), 173.154 


To authorize use of DOT Specification 12B corrugated fiberboard boxes 


with inside polyethylene bottles and non-DOT specification doubie- 
faced fiberboard boxes, for transportation of certain oxidizing materi- 
als. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 


BD CFR VT B.BSP I) ececccreecscreeesnseremrene 


To authorize use of DOT Specification MC-303, MC-304, MC-306, MC- 


307, MC-310, or MC-312 stee! cargo tanks for transportation of Ciass 


49 CFR 173.357(0) 


307, MC-310, or MC-312 steel cargo tanks for transportation of Class 


'B poisonous liquids. (Mode 1.) 


To authorize shipment of hydrogen and mixtures of 
Ota, anyon, or etbagen tn DOT Speuibeaion Sh, SAK MAL, oF 


hydrogen with 


3AAX steel cylinders. (Modes 1, 2.) 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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RENEWAL AND PARTY TO ExEmPTIONS—Continued 


| Erompton wo, | Applicant | Regulating) attoctod | Nature of exemption theron 


DOT-E 6543 Sea ED Ie. OE 49 CFR 173.135(a)(6), 173. 136{ajf5), a ee ee. Type 3161 stainless 


173.247, 175.3, 173.199, 173.245, steel cylinder as an additional packaging for shipment of certain 
173.271. flammable or corrosive liquids. (Modes 1, 2, 3, 4.) 


DOT-E 6691 | ee ae: ONS inc., SSE SOON: PMT, To authorize use of DOT Specification 3A or 3AA cylinders over 35 
Jacksonville, FL. Appendix B. 


JRECO Inc., Sait Lake City, UT... 


..| DOT-E 7607 


DOT-E 7628 


.| POT-E 6518 


years old which may be retested every 10 years, for transportation of 
certain flammable and nonflammable compressed gases. (Modes 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5.) 

49 CFR 177.835(g)(2), 173.87 ............ -| To authorize transport of Class A or B explosives in an IME 22 


49 CFR 173.217(a), 173.154 


| 49° CFR 173.217(a), 173.154 To ‘authorize packagings not provided for in the Hazardous Materials 


ee ee a ee ee eS 2. 


3) 
49 CFR 172.101, 175.3, 172.420.........] To authorize shipment of batteries —: lithium and other materi- 


49 CFR 172.101, 175.3, 172.420 


49 CFR 172.101, 175.3, 172.420 
ais, classed as a flammable solids. (Modes 1, 2, 3, 4.) 

49 CFR 172.392, 173.249 n.....ececeseees To authorize shipment of a corrosive liquid in specified non-DOT 
specification metal container having a capacity of 1 quart or less, in a 
DOT Specification 37A metal drum. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

49 CFR 173.315{a)(1), 173.353, | To authorize use of a portable tank built to DOT Specification MC-331 
174.63{b). for transportation of chiorine, sulfur dioxide, and methyl bromide. 

(Modes 1, 2, 3.) 
49 CFR 173.315(aX1), 173.353, | To authorize use of a portable tank built to DOT Specification MC-331 
174.63{b). for transportation of chlorine, sulfur dioxide, and methyl bromide. 
(Modes 1, 2 3.) 
BD CI RT ria ianctecestsicnesnensegevicin sions ..| To authorize transport of certain pyrophoric liquids in non-DOT specifi- 
cation portable tanks. (Modes 1, 3.) 

49 CFR 173.302(a), 173.304(a), | To authorize use of a heat pipe radiator assembly for shipment of 
173.305{(a), 173.119, 175.3, certain flammable liquids and nonflammable and flammable com- 
173.34(d). pressed gases. (Modes 1, 2, 4.) 

49 CFR 173.87, 173.92, 173.101, | To authorize transport of certain explosives contained in a partially dis 
173.102, 173.113, 175.3, 176.83, assembied aircraft or canopy assembly. (Modes 1, 3, 4.) 

177.848. 


ooh 4D CHR 972.101, 175.B...-.a.accsseecesnsessnces To authorize shipment of hydrogen in certain non-DOT specification 
seamless 


stainless steel cylinders. (Mode 5.) 

49 CFR 173.264(a}(11), 173.265(b)(3)..) To authorize use of DOT Specification 111A100W-5 tank cars equipped 
with a safety relief vaive instead of a vent, for shipment of certain 
corrosive liquids. (Mode 2.) 

49 CFR 173.302(a){1), 175.3.................. To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of non-DOT Specification 
fiber reinforced plastic full composite cylinder, for transportation of 
certain nonflammable compressed gas. (Modes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.) 

49 CFR 177.848, Part 107 Appendix | To authorize transport of cylinders bearing the flammabie gas label, the 

B(1). oxidizer label, the flammable liquid label, the corrosive label or the 
poison gas label and the tank car tanks bearing the poison gas abe! 
on the same motor vehicle. (Mode 1.) 

49 CFR 177.848, Part 107 Appendix | To authorize transport of cylinders bearing the flammable gas label, the 

B(1). oxidizer label, the flammable fiquid label, the corrosive tabel or the 
posion gas label and the tank car tanks bearing the poison gas label 
on the same motor vehicle. (Mode 1.) 

49 CFR 173.302{a)(1), 175.3, 178.42...] To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of non-DOT specification 
stee! cylinders, for shipment of certain nonfilammable gases. (Modes 
1, 2,3, 4, 5) 

49 CFR Part 173, 178.19, Subparts, | To authorize shipment of liquid hazardous materials, in non-DOT specifi- 

D, F. cation removable head polyethylene drums. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 


..| 49 CFR 173.65 To authorize transport of flake tinitrotoluene in non-DOT specification 


composite bags. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

49 CFR 172.101, 172.204(c)(3), | To authorize carriage of certain Ciass A, B and C explosives not 
173.27, 175:30{aX{1), 175.320(b), permitted for air shipment or in quantities greater than those pre- 
Part 107, Appendix B. scribed for air shipment. (Mode 4.) 

49 CFR 173.268(b)6), 173.269{ay{4).... —— authorize a tae size teflon bottle for shipment of certain 

oxidizers. (Modes 1 3, 4.) 
49 CFR 173.101, 173.206, 173.247......) To authorize rail as an additional mode of transportation. (Mode 1.) 
49 CFR 173.272, 178.24a, 178.210.....| To authorize shipment of 95%-96% sulfuric acid in DOT Specification 
2E polyethylene botties overpacked in DOT Specilication 12A80 

fiberboard boxes. (Mode 1.) 


..} 49 CFR 173.21, 173.119, 173.221........) To authorize those organic peroxide solutions which have previously 


been approved to be shipped in various compatible combinations. 
(Mode 1.) 

49 CFR 173.65, 173.86(6), 175.3.......... To authorize transport of not mere than 25 grams of high explosives 
and pyrotechnic material in a special shipping container, classed as 
Ciass C explosive. (Modes 1, 2, 4.) 

49 CFR 173.65, 173.86(e), 175.3 To authorize transport of not more than 25 grams of high explosives 
and pyrotechnic material In a special shipping container, classed as 
Class C explosive. (Modes 1, 2, 4.) 

49 CFR 173.65, 173.86(e), 175.3......... To authorize transport of not more than 25 grams of high explosives 
and pyrotechnic material in a special shipping container, classed as 
Ciass C explosive. (Modes 1, 2, 4.) 

49 CFR  173.302(a)(1), 178.44, | To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of non-DOT Specification 
173.304{a)(2), 175.3. fiber reinforced plastic aluminum lined full composite cylinder, for 

transportation of certain nonflammable compressed gas. (Modes 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5) 

49 CFR .173.119{a), (mm), 173.245(a), } To authorize use of non-DOT specification cargo tanks designed and 
178:347-7, 178.342-5, 178.343.5, Conaturted th bob eomphanee eth GOT apedincetion 6C-207 or MAC 
173,346(a). 312 except for bottom outlet valve vanations, for transportation of 

flammable liquids or corrosive or poison B materials. (Mode 1.) 
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oe 


..| DOT-E 8518 


..| DOT-E 8518 


DOT-E 8518 


0616-# ...........du DOT-E 8518 


DOT-E 8570 


..| DOT-E 8577 


DOT-E 8614 


DOT-E 8678 


..| DOT-E 8691 


DOT-E 8692 


DOT-E 8845 
DOT-E 8862 


..| DOT-E 8932 


..| DOT-E 8958 


..| DOT-E 8977 


..| DOT-E 8988 


..| DOT-E 9023 


..| DOT-E 9108 


DOT-E 9222 


..| DOT-E 9312 


..| DOT-E 9340 


RENEWAL AND PARTY TO ExEMPTIONS—Continued 


Universal Engineering inc., Benicia, 
CA. 


Dehon and Prochimac, Paris, France ... 


Trojan Corp., Salt Lake City, UT 


Synder industries, inc., Woodland 
Hills, CA. 


Micor Company, Inc., Milwaukee, WI... 


Arrowhead Airways, inc., Minneapolis, 
MN. 


E.1. du Pont de Nemours & Co., Inc., 
Wilmington, DE. 

Aluminum Co. of America, Pittsburgh, 
PA. 


Mitsubishi International Corp., New 
York, NY. 


NL McCullough, Houston, TX.............00.. 


Union Carbide Corp., Danbury, CT 


Catalyst Resources, inc., Elyria, OH 


Track of the Wolf, Inc., 
Park, MN. 


Brooklyn 


Eurotainer, S.A. Paris, France................ 


Vann Systems, Division of Halliburton 
Co., Houston, TX. 


Eurotainer, S.A., Paris, France 


Hoechst Aktiengeselischaft, Frankfurt, 
West Germany. 


Worthington Cylinder Corp., Colum- 
bus, OH. 


Braintree, MA. 
National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, Washington, DC. 


Pioneer Plastics & Service Co., Ltd., 
Brampton, Ont., Canada. 

Boondock international, inc., Hous- 
ton, TX. 

Pacific Scientific, 
Duarte, CA. 


HTL Division, 


Arbel-Fauvet-Rail, Paris, France 


ALGECO, Paris, France 


Arbel-Fauvet-Girel, 
Baingy, France. 


St. — Laurent- 


.-| 49 CFR 173.119(a), (m), 173.245(a), 
178.343.5, 


178,347-7, 
173.346(a). 


49 CFR 173.119(a), (m), 
178.340-7, 178.342-5, 
173.346(a). 


178.342-5, 


49 CFR 173.119(a), (m), 
178.340-7, 178.342-5, 
173.346(a). 


49 CFR 173.119(a), (m), 
178.340-7, 178.342-5, 
173.346(a). 

49 CFR 173.315, 173.304 


49 CFR 173.53 


49 CFR 173, Subpart F, 173.119, 


173.266. 


49 CFR 172.312, 173.249... 


49 CFR 172.101, 
173.27, 175.30(a)(1), 
Part 107, Appendix B. 


49 CFR 173.315(€) ....-...cvsssveessneesseceeressees 


49 CFR 173.333, 176.63(b) 


BD IR SFB IG coeccercisenitinstnscecnnoypnnins 


49 CFR 173.80(b), 
173.110(c)(1). 
49 CFR 173.119, 173.305 


49 CFR 173.119(m), 173.221 


49 CFR 173.60, 172.101 


49 CFR 173.315, 178.245 


48 CFR 172.101, 
175.30. 


49 CFR 173.315, 178.245 


49 CFR 178.37-4(a), Part 173, Sub- 


parts G, H. 

49 CFR 173.315, 178.245 

49 CFR 173.34(e)(9), 173. _—! 
173.302, Part 107, Appendix B. 


49 CFR 173.77 


49 CFR 173.154 


49 CFR Parts 170-179. 


49 CFR 173.19, Part 173, Subpart F, 


178.253. 


49 CFR 173.302(a)(1), 173.304(a)(1), 


175.3, 178.42, 173.304(b)(1). 


49 CFR 173.304(a)(1), 175.3, 178.44... 


49 CFR 173.315, 178.245 


49 CFR 173.315, 178.245 


49 CFR 173.315, 178.245 .......ccseccoeerens 


173.245(a), 
178.343-6, 


173.245(a), 
178.343-5, 


173.245(a), 
178.343-5, 


172.204(c)(3), 
175.320(b), 


173.80(c), 


173.110, 173.80, 


Nature of exemption thereof 


To authorize use of non-DOT specification cargo tanks designed 
constructed in full compliance with DOT specification MC-307 or 
312 except for bottom outlet valve variations, for transportation 
flammable liquids of corrosive or poison B materials. (Mode 

To authorize use of non-DOT specification cargo tanks designed 
constructed in full compliance with DOT. Specification MC-307 
312 except for bottom outlet valve variations, for transportati 
flammable liquids of corrosive or poison B materials. (Mode 1, 


k pail containing 
pounds of material overpacked in a 15 gallon DOT Specification 37A 
steel drum, with ring bolt closure. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize an additional polyethylene portable tank of 300 gallon 
capacity for shipment of certain flammable or corrosive liquid and an 
oxidizer. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

To authorize shipment of certain alkaline corrosive liquids, n.o.s., in a 
two-quart polyethylene bottle, placed in a molded polyethylene liner, 
overpacked in a DOT Specification 37C80 steel drum of 3.5 gallon 
capacity, also containing a non-regulated resin. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

To authorize carriage of certain Class A, B and C explosives that are 
not permitted for air shipment or are in quantities greater than those 
prescribed for shipment by air. (Mode 4.) 

To renew and change six month shipping experience report requirement 
to two years to correspond with renewal application. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

To authorize transport of containers containing aluminum chioride con- 
taminated with phosgene, in non-DOT specification stainless steel 
portable tanks; and semi-bulk bags. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

.| To authorize shipment of sodium persulfate in collapsible polyethylene- 

“ lined, woven polypropylene bags having a capacity not to exceed 
2,200 pounds each. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

To authorize transport of charged oil well jet perforating guns with 
detonators attached. (Modes 1, 3.) 

To renew and authorize shipmeni of ethylene oxide, classed as a 
flammable liquid. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize those organic peroxide solutions which have previously 
been approved to be shipped in various compatible combinations. 
(Mode 1.) 

To authorize transport of limited qualities of black powder, classed as a 
flammable solid, in DOT Specification 12H fiberboard boxes. (Modes 
1, 2.) 

To authorize use of a non-DOT specification IMO-Type 5 portable tank, 
for transportation of liquefied compressed gases. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

To authorize transport of charged oil well guns as Class C explosive 
when the nest weight of explosive material in the vehicle or vessel 
does not exceed 200 pounds. (Modes 1, 3, 4.) 

To authorize use of non-DOT specification IMO-Type 5 portable tanks, 
for transportation of liquefied compressed gases. (Modes 1, 2,. 3.) 

To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of billet pierced DOT 
Specification 3AA cylinders, for transportation of compressed and 
poisonous gases. (Modes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.) 

To authorize use of non-DOT specification IMP-Type 5 portable tanks, 
for transportation of non-flammable compressed gases. (Modes 1, 2, 
3.) 

To reinstate exemption to authorize shipment of certain flammable gas, 
n.o.s. in DOT Specification 4BA, 4BW and 4E cylinders to be retested 
every 12 years rather than ever 5 years. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize transport of pentaerythrite tetranitrate (PETN) wet with 
25% water in a 4 mil polyethylene bag placed in a DOT specification 
12H fiberboard box. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize use of nomDOT specification metal tanks, for transporta- 
tion of a flammable liquid of flammable solid. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize shipment of Space Shuttle Orbiters which contain small 
quantities of explosives, flammable liquids and poisons, and nonflam- 
mable gases in non-DOT specification pressure vessels. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize certain blasting agents and an oxidizer as additional 
commodities. (Modes 1, 2.) 

To renew and to authorize an additional size cylinder for shipment of 
certain flammable or nonflammable gases. (Modes 1, 4.) 

To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of non-DPT specification 
pressure vessel comparable to DOT Specification 3HT cylinder with 
certain exceptions, for transportation of compressed gases. (Modes 1, 
2, 4, 5.) 


‘To authorize use of non-DOT specification IMO Type 5 portable tanks, 


for transportation of flammable and nonflammabie liquefied com- 
pressed gases. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

To authorize use of non-DOT specification IMO Type 5 portable tanks, 
for transportation of flammable and nonflammabie liquefied com- 
pressed gases. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 

[ee eee oneentn Oe Se Foe oe. 
for transportation of flammable and nonflammabie liquefied com- 
pressed gases. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 
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RENEWAL AND PARTY TO ExEMPTIONS—Continued 


See 0 aie. Falis | 49 CFR 173.87, 173.63, 173.65, | To authorize several types of explosives in the same package, in 


DOT-E 9577 
‘DOT-E 9623 


..| DOT-E 9692 


DOT-E 9701 


‘Dresser industries, inc., Houston, TX....| 
E. 1. du Pont de Nemours & Co., Inc., 


OE. 


173.93, 175.3. Quantities greater than authorized by 49 CFR 173.87. (Modes 1, 2. 4.) 
To authorize transport of flammable gases at atrnospheric pressure in 
giass bulbs not exceeding one liter capacity, packed in DOT Specifi- 
cation 12A/12B fiberboard boxes. (Mode 1.) 

49 CFR 173.302(a). i 

173.305(a), 175.3, 176.61. 


gases. (Modes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.) 

49 CFR 173.100{v), 175.30 To authorize party status and to provide for an optional type packaging 
for shipment of oil weil cartridges. (Modes 1, 3, 4.) 

49 CFR 173.100(v), 175.30 To authorize transport of oi! well cartridges containing more than 350 
grains, but not more than 600 grains of Ciass A, type 3 explosive, as 
Class C explosive, in DOT Specification 12H fiberboard box. (Modes 
1, 3, 4) 

To increase pressure of smail vessel in battery configuration from 5125 
psi to 7000 psi. (Modes 1, 2.) 

-4 Fo authorize use of additional cargo tanks approved under other 
exemptions for the shipment of biastings agents a oxidizers. (Mode 
Wy 

To authorize shipment of metal alkyl solutions, n.0.8., classed as a 
flammabie liquid, in DOT Specification MC-331 cargo tanks which will 
be constructed with the required remote self-closing valves. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize use of dry bulk tank semi-railers for shipment of magnesi- 
um and caicium salt mixtures. (Mode 1.) 

Te authorize shipment. of ammonium hydroxide, classed as a corrosive 
material, in a six gallon capacity, DOT Specification 2U polyethylene 
container, overpacked in a DOT Specification 12P fiberboard box. 
(Mode 1.) 


49 CFR 173.257, 173.263, 173.268, 
173.272, 173.358, 178.19. 


ized in DOT-21C fiber drums. (Modes 1, 2, 3.) 
49 CFR 173.154, 173.2450................4 70 authorize manufacture, marking and sale of non-DOT specification 


..| 49 CFR 176.76(a){(4) 


the use of a fabric restraint: dunnage sysiem 
cargo vessel. (Mode 3.) 
49 CFR 173.119(m) DOT Specification 57 portable tanks for shipment of 
dual hazard (flammable liquid/comosive to skin only) material. 
(Mode 1.) 

49 CFR Subparts E, F. Part 173 To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of large, collapsible poly- 
ethylene-lined woven polypropylene bulk bags having a capacity of no 
more than 2500 pounds each, and top and/or bottom outlets, for 

shipment of flammable and corrosive solids and oxidizer (solids onty). 
gaaee |, 2, 34 

49 CFR 713.154(a) To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of a non-DOT specification 
ee eee ee one anaes nee 
construction, for shipment of caicium nitrite, and oxidizer, n.0.s. 
(Modes 1, 2.) 

49 CER 173.9076) nnn. cceerecseenseeeeeee | T@ authorize transport of small arms primers in DOT Specification 23F 
fiberboard boxes. (Modes 1, 3, 4, 5.) 

To authorize use of a DOT Specification 51 portable tank not previously 
authorized for propyleneimine inhibited. (Mode 1.) 

.., To authorize manufacture, marking and sale of large, collapsible poly- 
ethylene-linked woven polypropylene bulk bags having a capacity of 
approximately 200 pounds each, and top and bottom outlets, for 
shipment of corrosive solids and oxidizers (solid only). (Modes 1, 2, 
3) 

To authorize certain detergents which are classed as flammabie liquids 
for transport as combustible liquids in DOT Specification MC-307 
cargo tanks. (Mode 1.) 
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Request by FMC Corporation Philadelphia, PA to authorize shipment 
potyethylene-lined, woven polypropylene 


Issued in Washington, DC, on June 26, 1987. 


J. Suzanne Hedgepeth, 

Chief, Exemption Branch, Office of 
Hazardous Materials Transportation. 
[FR Doc. 87-16016 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-60-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Public Information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review. 


Dated: July 8, 1987. 


The Department of Treasury has 
submitted the following public 
information collection requirement(s) to 
OMB for review and clearance under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
Pub. L. 96-511. Copies of the 
submission(s) may be obtained by 
calling the Treasury Bureau Clearance 
Officer listed. Comments to the OMB 
reviewer listed anc to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, 
Department of the Treasury, Room 2224, 
15th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 


Internal Revenue Service 


OMB Number: New. 

Form Number: IRS Form 1120-REIT. 

Type of Review: New. 

Title: U.S. Income Tax Return for Real 
Estate Investment Trusts. 

Description: Form 1120-REIT is filed 
by a corporation, trust, or association 
electing to be taxed as a REIT in order 
to report its income and deductions and 
to compute its tax liability. IRS uses 
Form 1120-REIT to determine whether 
the REIT has correctly reported its 
income, deductions, and tax liability. 

Respondents: Businesses or other for- 
profit. 

Estimated Burden: 2,295 hours. 


OMB Number: 1545-0881. 

Form Number: IRS Form 8271. 

Type of Review: Extension. 

Title: Investor Reporting of Tax 
Shelter Registration Number. 

Description: All persons who are 
claiming a deduction, loss, credit, or 
other tax benefit, or reporting any 
income on their returns from a tax 


EMERGENCY EXEMPTIONS 


marking and sale of non-DOT specification 


manufacture, 
“welded stainless steel cylinders patterned after DOT-4DS with éxcep- 
_ tions, for transportation of nonflammable gases. (modes 1, 5) 


shelter required to be registered (under 
IRC 6111) must report the tax shelter 
registration number on that return. Form 
8271 is used for this. We use the 
information to associate claimed 
benefits with the tax shelter and to 
determine if-any compliance actions are 
needed. 

Respondents: Individuals or 
households, State or local governments, 
Farms Businesses or other for profit, 
Non-organizations. 

Estimated Burden: 40,376 hours. 

Clearance Office: Garrick Shear (202) 
566-6150, Internal Revenue Service, - 
Room 5571, 1111 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, DC 20224. 

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf (202) 
395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 20503. 
Lois K. Holland, ‘ 
Departmental Reports, Management Officer. 


[FR Doc. 87-15999 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 


internal Revenue Services 


[Delegation Order No. 77, (Revision 21)] 


Delegation of Authority 


AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service, 
Treasury. 


ACTION: Delegation of Authority. 


SUMMARY: This delegation order is 
revised to provide that there is 
delegated to the officials listed, the 
authority to sign an agreement to 
rescind any notice of deficiency, as 
granted by section 6212 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954. The text of the 
delegation order appears below. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1987. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kay E. Howard, OP: EX:S:Q, 1111 
Constitution Avenue, NW. Room 2116, 
Washington, DC 20224, Telephone 


of certain oxidizers, a poison B, waste 
bags having a capacity nct exceeding 2200 pounds each denied 05/26/1987. 


arsenical mbdure, and a corrosive material in collapsible 


Number: (202) 566-6466, (Not a toll-free 
telephone number). 


C.L. Gannotti, 

Director, Office of Examination, Support 
Systems. 

[Order No. 77 (Rev. 21)] 


Effective date: 


Authority To Issue or Execute 
Agreement To Rescind Deficiency 


1. The authority granted to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and 
District Directors, by 26 CFR 301.7701-9, 
26 U.S.C. 6212, 26 CFR 301.6212-1, 
Treasury Department Order 150.10, and 
26 CFR 301.6861-1 to sign and send to 
the taxpayer by registered or certified 
mail any notice of deficiency is hereby 
delegated to the listed below. These 
same officials are authorized by 
Treasury Department Order 150-10, 26 
U.S.C. 6212(d) and section 1562 of the 
Tax Reform Act of 1986 to sign a written 
form or document rescinding any notice 
of deficiency. 

a. Chief Counsel; 

b. Regional Counsel; 

c. Regional Directors of Appeals; 

d. Chiefs and Associate Chiefs of 
Appeals Offices; 

e. Appeals Team Chiefs as to their 
respective cases; 

f. Service Center Directors; 

g. Assistant Commissioner 
(International); 

h. Reviewers (grades GS-12 and 
higher) in Employee Plans and Exempt 
Organizations Divisions; 

i. Revenue Agents, and Tax Auditors, 
(Reviewers) (grade GS-6 and higher) in 
the Examination Divisions and the 
Office of Compliance, Assistant 
Commissioner (International); 

j. Revenue Agents (grade GS-11 and 
higher) in streamlined districts 
Examination Sections and/or groups; 

k. Chiefs of Correspondence and 
Processing Sections; 

]. Examination Tax Examiners/ 
Revenue Agents (grade GS-6 and 
higher) in Service Center Compliance 
Divisions; 

m. Tax Examiners (grade GS-5 and 
higher) in Service Center Processing and 
Tax Accounts Divisions; 
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n. Tax Examiners (Reviewers) (Grade 
GS-6 and higher), Quality Assurance 
and Management Support Division, 
Service Centers;and. 

o. Tax Examiners, (grade GS-6 and 
higher) in Service Center Collection 
Branch. 

2. To the extent that the authority 
previously exercised consistent with this 
order may require ratification, it is 
hereby approved and ratified. 

3. Delegation Order No. 77 (Rev. 20), 
effective September 22, 1986, is 
superseded. 


Dated: June 29, 1987. 
James I. Owens, 
Deputy Commissioner. 


erence eee manne seinen 
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 


Agency Form Under OMB Review 


AGENCY: Veterans Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


The Veterans Administration has 
submitted to OMB for review the 
following proposal for the collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35). This document contains an 
extension and lists the following 
information: (1) The department or staff 
office issuing the form, (2) the title of the 
form, (3) the agency form number, if 
applicable, (4) a description of the need 


and its use, (5) how often the form must 
be filled out, (6) who will be required or 
asked to report, (7) an estimate of the 
number of responses, (8) an estimate of 
the total number of hours needed to fill 
out the form, and (9) an indication of 
whether section 3504(h) of Pub. L. 96-511 
applies. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from Patti Viers, Agency Clearance 
Officer (732), Veterans Administration, 
810 Vermont Avenue, NW, Washington, 
DC 20420, (202) 233-2146. Comments and 
questions about the items on the list 
should be directed to the VA's OMB 
Desk Officer, Elaina Norden, Office of 
Management and Budget, 726 Jackson 
Place, NW, Washington, DC 20503, (202) 
395-7316. 
DATE: Comments on the information 
collection should be directed to the 
OMB Desk Office within 60 days of this 
notice. 

Dated: July 10, 1987. 

By direction of the Administrator. 
David A. Cox, 
Associate Deputy Administrator for 
Management. 


Extension 


1. Office of Information Management 
and Statistics. 

2. Request for and Consent to Release 
of Information from Claimant's Records. 

3. VA Form 70-3288, 


26625 


4. Written consent is needed by the 
claimant prior to releasing information 
to a third party requester. 

5. On occasion. 

6. Individuals or households. 

7. 300,000 responses. 

8. 50,000 hours. 

9. Not applicable. 


New Collection 


1. Department of Medicine and 
Surgery. 

2. Survey of Veterans’ Demand for 
Care: A Follow-Up Study (Telephone 
Survey). 

3. VA Form 10-20823(NR). 

4. The information obtained from this 
telephone survey is needed for program 
planning and management decisions 
regarding veterans's entitlements, 
research and development, and cost 
containment measures. 

5. Non-Recurring. 

6. Individuals or households. 

7. 1,000 responses. 

8. 333 hours. 

9. Not applicable. 


{FR Doc. 87-16015 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M 





a 
Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(3). 


COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
NOTICE OF SUNSHINE ACT MEETING 
COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
DATES, TIMES AND PLACE: Wednesday, 
July 22, 1987, 10:00 a.m., Friday, July 24, 
1987, 10:00 a.m., Council on 
Environmental Quality Conference 
Room, First Floor, 722 Jackson Place, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 

DATE: July 14, 1987. 


1. The Council on Environmental 
Quality has been studying the problems 
of stratospheric ozone depletion and 
climate changes. A public meeting was 
held on April 7, 1987 to brief the Council 
on those issues. Two additional 
meetings are being scheduled for 
Wednesday, July 22, and Friday, July 24. 

On July 22, Dr. Irving M. Mintzer and 
Dr. S. Fred Singer will present their 
respective views on the issues of 
stratospheric ozone depletion and 
climate changes to the Council on 
Environmental Quality. It is expected 
that the discussion will focus on 
differences of opinion in the scientific 
community on these issues. 

On July 24, Dr. Dan Albritton will 
provide the Council on Environmental 
Quality with his view of the state of the 
science with respect to stratospheric 
ozone depletion and climate change. 

2. Other business may be discussed. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dinah Bear, General Counsel, Council 
on Environmental Quality, 722 Jackson 
Place, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20503. 
(202) 395-5754. 

A. Alan Hill, 

Chairman. 

[FR Doc. 87-16194 Filed 7-14-87; 10:00 am] 
BILLING CODE 3-25-01-M 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
July 9, 1987. 


FCC TO HOLD OPEN COMMISSION 
MEETING, THURSDAY, JULY 16, 1987 


The Federal Communications 
Commission will hold an Open Meeting 
on the subjects listed below on 
Thursday, July 16, 1987, which is 
scheduled to commence at 9:30 a.m., in 
Room 856, at 1919 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 


Agenda, Item No., and Subject 


Private Radio—i—Title: In the Matter of © 
NorLight. Petition for Reconsideration of 
Declaratory Ruling. Summary: The 
Commission will reconsider its declaratory 
ruling that classified NorLight's interstate 
fiber optic network as a private carrier, and 
preempted the Wisconsin Public Service 
Commission's requirement of prior 
approval of all end users, other than the 
parent utilities, on NorLight’s network. 

Private Radio—2—Title: Amendment of 
Subparts A and E of Part 95.to Improve the 
General Mobile Radio Service (GMRS). 
Summary: The Commission will decide 
whether to initiate a rule making action in 
this matter. 

Common Carrier—1—Title: In the Matter of 
Automated Reporting Requirements for 
Certain Class A and Tier 1 Telephone 
Companies (Parts 31, 43, 67, and 68 of the 
FCC's Rules). Summary: The FCC will 
consider automated reporting requirements 
for its USOA, jurisdictional separations 
and access charge rules. 

Common Carrier—2—Title: Telephone 
Company-Cable Television Cross- 
Ownership Rules. Sections 63.54 through 
63.58. Summary: The Commission will 
consider whether to initiate an inquiry 
reexamining the Telephone Company- 
Cable Television Cross-Ownership policies 
Sections 63.54 through 63.58, of the rules 
and 47 U.S.C. section 613(b} 1 through 4. 

Mass Media—1—Title: Amendment of Part.74 
of the Commission's Rules Concerning FM 
Booster Stations and Television Booster 
Stations (MM Docket No. 87-13). Summary: 
The Commission will consider high power 
FM booster stations and the use of 
alternative delivery technology by such 
stations. The Commission also will 
consider a new television booster station 
service. 

Mass Media—2—Title: Review of Technical 
Assignment Criteria for the AM Broadcast 
Service. Summary: Earlier, in evaluating 
responses to the Mass Media Bureau's AM 
Report, the Commission indicated an 
intention to explore various technical 
issues related to AM assignment criteria. 
The Commission will consider a Notice of 
Inquiry dealing with these issues. 

Mass Media—3—Title: Notice of Inquiry and 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making on 
Advanced Television Systems and Their 
Impact on the Existing Television 
Broadcast Service. Summary: The 
Commission will consider whether to begin 
an inquiry into the use of advanced 
television systems in broadcasting and 
related issues. 


This meeting may be continued the 
following work day to allow the 
Commission to complete appropriate 
action. 

Additional information concerning 
this meeting may be obtained from 
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Wednesday, July 15, 1987 


Sarah Lawrence, Office of 

Congressional and Public Affairs, 

telephone number (202} 632-5050. 
Issued: July 9, 1987. 

Federal Communications Commission. 

William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-16132 Filed 7-13-87; 12:54 pm] 

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS 


TIME AND DATE: 11:00 a.m., Monday, July 
20, 1987. 

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal 
Reserve Board Building, C Street 
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets, 
NW., Washington, DC 20551. 

STATus: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Federal Reserve Bank and branch 
director appointments. 

2. Personnel actions (appointments, 
promotions, assignments, reassignments, and 
salary actions) involving individual Federal 
Reserve System employees. 

3. Any items carried forward froma 
previously announced meeting. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board; (202) 452-3204. 
You may call (202) 452-3207, beginning 
at approximately 5 p.m. two business 
days before this meeting, for a recorded 
announcement of bank and bank 
holding company applications scheduled 
for the meeting. 


Dated: July 13, 1987. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 87-16103 Filed 7-13-87; 11:02 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
TIME AND DATE: Thursday, July 16, 1987 
at 10:00 a.m. 


PLACE: Room 117, 701 E Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20436. 


STaATus: Open to the public. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Agenda 

2. Minutes 

3. Ratifications 

4. Petitions and Complaints: 

Certain Picture-in-a-Picture Video add-on 
Products and Components Thereof 
(Docket Number 1399). 

Certain Noncontact Tonometers (Docket 
Number 1400). 
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5. Any items left over from previous agenda. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary (202) 523-0161. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

July 9, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16046 Filed 7-10-87; 4:43 pm] 
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, July 
21, 1987. 

PLACE: Board Room, Eighth Floor, 800 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20594. 

STATus: The first five items are open to 
the public. The last item will be closed 
under Exemption 10 of the Government 
in the Sunshine Act. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Marine Accident Report—Explosion and 
Fire Aboard U.S. Tankship OMI YUKON, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, 10/28/86 

2. Highway Accident Report: Trailways 
Lines, Inc. Intercity Bus Collision With Rising 
Fast Trucking Company, Inc. Truck, Interstate 
Highway 40 Near Brinkley, Arkansas, July 14, 
1986. 


3. Briefs of Aviation Accidents: 1985 Cases 
with Alcohol Involvement (calendared by 
Vice Chairman Goldman) 

4. Recommendation to FAA re failures of 
McCauley Propeller Company Design 
Number 1A103 Propeller Blades (calendared 
by Member Nall) 

5. Aircraft Summary Report: N81589— 
Rockwell International 500S, Des Moines, 
Iowa, 11/25/85 (calendared by Chairman and 
Member Nall) 

6. Opinion and Order: Commandant v. 
Dougherty, Docket ME-121 and Commandant 


v. Murphy, Docket ME~122; disposition of 
Coast Guard's requests for reconsideration 
(calendared by Member Kolstad) 


FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT: Bea 
Hardesty, (202) 382-6525. 

Bea Hardesty, 

Staff Assistant. 

[FR Doc. 87-16077 Filed 7-13-87; 8:53 am] 
BILLING CODE 7533-01-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 


“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: [52 FR 25518 
July 7, 1987]. 

status: Closed meeting. 

PLACE: 450 Fifth Street, NW.., 
Washington, DC. 


DATE PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED: 
Wednesday, July 8, 1987. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: Rescheduling. 


A closed meeting scheduled for 
Friday, June 10, 1987, at 2:00 p.m. has 
been changed to Monday, July 13, 1987, 
at 11:00 a.m. 

Commissioner Peters, as duty officer, 
determined that Commission business 
required the above change. 

At times changes in Commission 
priorities require alterations in the 
scheduling of meeting items. For further 
information and to ascertain what, if 
any, matters have been added, deleted 
or postponed, please contact: Keven 
Fogarty at (202) 272-3195. 

Jonathan G. Katz, 
Secretary. 
July 10, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16133 Filed 7-13-87; 1:31 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6010-01-M 


26627 


UNIFORMED SERVICES UNIVERSITY OF THE 
HEALTH SCIENCES 


Meeting Notice 
TIME AND DATE: 8:00 a.m., July 20, 1987. 


PLACE: Uniformed Services University of 
the Health Sciences, Room D3-001, 4301 
Jones Bridge Road, Bethesda, Maryland 
20814-4799. 


STaTus: Open-under “Government in 
the Sunshine Act” [5 U.S.C. 552b{e)(3)]. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


8:00 Meeting-Board of Regents 

(1) Approval of Minutes-April 13, 1987; (2) 
Faculty Matters: (a) Faculty Appointments, 
(b) Faculty Compensation; (3) Report- 
Admissions; (4) Report-Associate Dean for 
Operations; (5) Report-President, USUHS: (a) 
University Awards, (b) Hebert School of 
Medicine, (c) Goldwater/Nichols Department 
of Defense Reorganization Act, (d) Henry M. 
Jackson Foundation for the Advancement of 
Military Medicine, (e) Medical and Dental 
Care Review Board, (f) Foreign Physician 
Certification, (g) Military Unique Graduate 
Medical Education, (h) Informational Items; 
(6) Comments-Members, Board of Regents; (7) 
Comments-Chairman, Board of Regents 


New Business 
Scheduled Meetings: October 27, 1987. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Donald L. Hagengruber, 
Executive Secretary of the Board of 
Regents, 202/295-3028. 

Linda Lawson, 

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 

July 10, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-16106 Filed 7-13-87; 11:34 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-m 
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Federal Travel Regulations; Per Diem 
Rates and Reimbursement Procedures; 
Notice of Changes 





GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


[GSA Bulletin FPMR A-40, Supp. 24] 


Federal Travel Regulations; Per Diem 
Rates and Reimbursement Procedures 


AGENCY: Federal Supply Services, GSA. 


ACTION: Notice of Changes to Federal 
Travel Regulations. 


summary: GSA has issued GSA Bulletin 


FPMR A-40, Supplement 24, transmitting 
changed pages amending the provisions 
of Federal Travel Regulations (FTR}, 
FPMR 101-7, pertaining to 
reimbursement of subsistence expenses 
of Federal employees on official travel 
away from their duty stations and other 
related provisions. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: The changed provisions 
of the FTR transmitted by GSA Bulletin 
FPMR A-40, Supplement 24, are 
effective for travel performed on or after 
August 1, 1987. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Staff members, Regulations and Policy 
Division FTS 557-1253, 557-1256, or 557- 
7525 (for non-FTS use AC 703). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: GSA, in 
consultation with the Office of 
Management and Budget, has 
determined that this rule is not a major 
rule for the purpose of Executive Order 
12291 of February 17, 1981, because it is 
not likely to result in a major significant 
adverse effect on the national economy. 
GSA has based all administrative 
decisions underlying this rule on 
adequate information concerning the 
need for, and consequences of, this rule; 
has determined that the potential 
benefits to society from this rule 
outweigh the potential costs and has 
maximized the net benefits; and has 
chosen the alternative approach 
involving the least cost to society. 
Public Law 99-234 (99 Stat. 1756), 
January 2, 1986, among other things, 
provided the Administrator of General 
Services with authority to establish 
maximum subsistence rates for domestic 
travel and procedures for reimbursing 
subsistence expenses incurred by 
Federal civilian employees during 
official travel. The General Services 
Administration (GSA) issued changes to 
the FTR (transmitted by GSA Bulletin 
FPMR A-40, Supplement 20, effective 
July 1, 1986) establishing lodgings-plus 
per diem as the predominant 
reimbursement system for travel within 
CONUS. GSA retained $50 as the 
standard CONUS rate applicable for all 
locations within CONUS that were not 
included in one of the defined localities 
or areas for which a specific rate is 
prescribed in appendix 1-A. Under the 


lodgings-plus per diem system, 
employees are reimbursed for the actual 
cost of lodging plus a flat daily payment 
for meals and incidental expense 
(M&IE), the total not to exceed a 
maximum rate set by locality. On the 
first and last day of travel, a flat 
allowance of one-half of the M&IE rate 
($12.50 or $16.50, as appropriate) was 
prescribed. 

Recent subsistence cost surveys have 
revealed that the standard CONUS rate 
should be increased and that the current 
listing of per diem rates should be 
updated and expanded to include rates 
for additional localities. No change is 
required in the M&IE rates, although 
several locations have shifted from a $25 
to a $33 rate. Appendix 1-A is revised 
accordingly. 

To balance concerns about equity and 
administrative efficiency, GSA has 
determined that the best approach for 
dealing with meals is to divide the first 
and last calendar days of travel into 
quarters and prorate the total M&IE 
allowance accordingly. The per diem 
computation method for partial travel 
days is revised to reflect this change. 

Explanation of changes. This 
supplement amends the FTR as follows: 

a. Part 1-7 is revised to make the 
following changes: : 

(1) Increase the standard CONUS 
maximum per diem rate from $50 to $60; 

(2) Convert to a quarter-day method of 
calculating the M&IE allowance for 
partial days of travel; 

(3) Clarify existing rules, and provide 
additional rules when appropriate, for 
computing per diem incident to trips that 
involve travel both within and outside 
CONUS; and 

(4) Clarify the method of computing 
per diem when lodging is obtained on a 
weekly or monthly rental basis; 

b. Part 1-8 is revised to eliminate the 
requirement for receipts and/or 
itemization of meals and incidental 
expenses when agencies restrict 
reimbursement for M&IE to 100 percent 
of the applicable maximum M&IE rate 
for the locality involved. 

c. Appendix 1-A is revised to increase 
the standard CONUS rate to $60, to 
increase the specific per diem rates in a 
number of existing localities, and to add 
additional localities. 

d. Part 2-5 is revised to make the 
following changes: 

(1) Reinstitute the previous rule, based 
on the quarter-day system, for 
determining the beginning of the 
eligibility period for temporary quarters 
subsistence expense reimbursement 
when en route travel incident to a 
change of official station and occupancy 
of temporary quarters occur in the same 
day; and 
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(2) Reflect the increase in the 
standard CONUS rate explained in a(1), 
above. 

e. In addition to the above revisions, 
other clarifying and/or editorial changes 
have been made where indicated by 
change lines and highlighted in bold 
print. 

Accordingly, the Federal Travel 
Regulations, are amended as indicated 
in the changes that follow. 


Dated: July 6, 1987. 
T.C. Golden, 
Administrator of General Services. 

For the reasons stated above, the 
Federal Travel Regulations, are 
amended as follows: 


CHAPTER 1—TRAVEL ALLOWANCES 


1. Authority: Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 
U.S.C. 486(c); Executive Order No. 11609, July 
22, 1971; 5 U.S.C. 5702; 5 U.S.C. 5707. 


PART 7—PER DIEM ALLOWANCES 


2. Paragraph 1-7.3 is revised to read 
as follows: 

1-7.3. Rate adjustment requests for 
travel within CONUS. 

a. Federal agencies may submit a 
request to GSA for review of the 
subsistence costs in a particular city or 
area where the standard CONUS rate 
applies when travel to that location is 
repetitive or on a continuing basis and 
travelers’ experiences indicate that the 
prescribed rate is inadequate. Other per 
diem localities listed in appendix 1-A 
will be surveyed on an annual basis by 
GSA to determine whether rates are 
adequate. Requests for subsistence rate 
adjustments shall be submitted by the 
agency headquarters office to the 
General Services Administration, 
Federal Supply Service, Attn: 
Regulations and Policy Division (FFY), 
Washington, DC 20406. Agencies should 
designate an individual responsible for 
reviewing, coordinating, and submitting 
to GSA the requests from bureaus, 
subagencies, etc. 

b. Requests for rate adjustments shall 
include a city designation and a 
description of the surrounding location 
involved (county or other defined area) 
and a recommended rate supported by a 
statement explaining the circumstances 
that cause the existing rate to be 
inadequate. The request also must 
contain an estimate of the annual 
number of trips to the location, the 
average duration of such trips, and the 
primary purpose of travel to the 
locations. 

3. Paragraph 1-7.4 is revised to read 
as follows: 

1-7.4. General rules affecting 
entitlement to per diem. 
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a. No allowance at official station. A 
per diem allowance shall not be allowed 
within the limits of the official station 
(see definition im 1-1.3¢f1)) or at, or 
within the vicinity of, the place of abode 
(home) from which the employee 
commutes daily to the official station. 
Agencies may define a radius or 
commuting area that is broader than the 
limits of the official station within which 
per diem will not be allowed for travel 
within one calendar day. 

b. Travel of 10 hours or less (10-hour 
rule). A per diem allowance shall not be 
allowed when the period of official 
travel is 10 hours or less except as 
provided in 1-7.6b(1). (See also 1— 
7.5b(1).) 

c. Beginning and ending of 
entitlement. For computing per diem 
allowances, official travel begins at the 
time an employee leaves his/her home; 
office, or other authorized point of 
departure and ends when the traveler 
returns fo his/her home, office, or other 
authorized point at the conclusion of the 
trip. 

d. Deductions for meals and/or 
lodgings furnished. Where meals and/or 
lodging are furnished without charge or 
at a nominal cost by a Federal 
Government agency at a temporary duty 
station, an appropriate deduction shal! 
be made from the authorized per diem 
_ (See 1-7.5a{2}{b), 1-7.6e, and 1- 
7.7b.) 

4. Paragraph 1-7.5 is amended by 
revising the introductory paragraph and 
subparagraphs a, b, c, and d to read as 
follows: 

1-7.5. Lodgings-plus per diem 
computation rules for travel within 
CONUS. Except as otherwise provided 
in Part 1-7, the per diem allowances 
authorized or approved for all official 
travel within CONUS, including travel 
incident to a change of official station, 
shall be computed under the lodgings- 
plus per diem system as prescribed 
herein. Under this system, the per diem 
allowance for each travel day is 
established on the basis of the actual 
amount the traveler pays for lodgings 
plus an allowance for meals and 
incidental expenses (M&IE)—the total 
not to exceed the applicable maximum 
per diem rate. The rules provided in a 
through d, below, shall be applied in the 
specific situations covered. 

a. Maximum CONUS per diem rates 
(appendix 1-A). Maximum per diem 
rates prescribed under 1-7.2a for travel 
within CONUS are listed on appendix 1- 
A for certain specific localities. For all 
CONUS locations not specifically listed 
or encompassed by the defined 
boundaries of a listed location, a 
standard maximum per diem rate of $60 
is prescribed. For all CONUS locations, 


whether or not they are specifically 
listed in appendix 1-A, the standard 
CONUS rate applies in certain specified 
travel circumstances (see b{2), below) 
and for subsistence allowances incident 
to a change of official station (see Parts 
2-2, 2-4, and 2-5). The following 
elements comprise the per diem 
allowance: 

(1) Maximum lodging expense 
allowence. The maximum per diem rates 
include a maximum amount for lodging 
expenses. The employee will be 
reimbursed for actual lodging costs 
incurred up to the applicable maximum 
amount listed in appendix 1-A. Receipts 
for lodging are required as provided in 
c(1), below. 

(2} Meals and incidental expenses 
(M&IE) allowance. 

(a} The maximum per diem rates 
include a fixed allowance for meals and 
for incidental expenses related to 
subsistence. This allowance is reflected 
in appendix 1-A as the M&lE rate. 
When the M&E rate, or fraction thereof, 
is authorized or approved as provided 
herein, it is payable to the traveler 
without itemization of expenses or 
receipts. For partial days of travel, the 
M&lE rate shall be prorated as provided 
in b(1){c), b{2)}fa)(iii), or b{2}{c)fii}. 

(b) The M&IE rate shall be allocated 
as shown below when making necessary 
deductions from the per diem for meals 
furnished to the employee without 
charge by the Federal Government (see 
1-7.4d and 1—7.7b). The total amount of 
deductions made on partial days shall 
not cause the employee to receive less 
than the amount allocated for incidental 
expenses. 


b. Per diem allowance computations. 
The per diem allowance is to be 
calculated using the rules stated in (1) 
through (4), below. 

(1) Travel of 24 hours or less. 

(a) 10 hours or Jess. Per diem shall not 
be allowed for travel of 10 hours or less 
(see 1-7.4b). This prohibition is also 
applicable to travel incident to a change 
of official station within CONUS. 

(b) Exception to 10-hour rule. Per diem 
shal! not be allowed for employees who 
qualify for per diem solely on the basis 
of working a non-standard workday 
(e.g., four 10-hours days or other 
compressed or flexible schedule). In 
such instances, per diem shall not be 
allowed for travel periods less than or 


equal! to the employee's workday hours 
plus 2 hours. 

(c} More than 10 hours. When the 
travel period fentire trip) for which per 
diem has been authorized is 24 hours or 
less, the travel period will be divided 
into 6-hours periods starting from the 
actual time travel begins and ending 
with the traveler’s arrival at home, 
office, or other authorized point, upon 
conclusion of the trip. The per diem 
allowance for the trip will be calculated 
as follows: 

(i) Lodging not required. If lodging is 
not required, one-fourth of the M&lE rate 
applicable to the location of the 
temporary duty assignment will be 
allowed for each 6-hour period, or 
fraction thereof. If more than one 
temporary duty point is involved, the 
per diem allowance will be calculated 
using the M&lE rate prescribed for the 
location where the majority of the time 
is spent performing official business. 

(ii) Lodging required. If lodging is 
required, the rules for travel of more 
than 24 hours apply. 

(2). Travel of more than 24 hours. The 
applicable maximum per diem rate 
(standard CONUS or locality rate from 
appendix 1-A)} for each calendar day of 
travel shall be determined by the travel 
status and location of the employee at 
12:00 midnight and whether lodging is 
required at such location. When lodging 
is required, the applicable maximum per 
diem rate shall be the maximum rate 
prescribed in appendix 1-A for the 
temporary duty location, or a stopover 
point where lodging is obtained while en 
route to, from, or between temporary 
duty locations (see (3) and (4), below, 
for rules on lodging location and travel 
incident to a change of officials station, 
respectively). Only one maximum rate 
will be applicable to a calendar day or 
fraction thereof. The following rules 
shall be applied in calculating the 
allowable per diem for travel of more 
than 24 hours. 

(a) Day travel begins. 

(i) Lodging required. When lodging is 
required on the day travel begins (day of 
departure from the official station or 
other authorized point), the per diem 
allowable shall be the actual cost of 
lodging incurred by the employee, 
limited to the applicable maximum 
lodging allowance prescribed in 
appendix 1-A, plus the applicable M&IE 
rate prorated as provided in {iii}, below. 

(ii) Lodging not required. When 
lodging is not required on the day travel 
begins, the per diem allowable shall be 
the standard CONUS Ma&lE rate 
prorated as provided in (iii), below. 

(iii) Method of prorating M&IE rate. 
The M&lE rate shall be prorated by 





dividing the day of departure into 6-hour 
periods starting from the actual time 
travel begins and running through 12:00 
midnight. For each 6-hour period, or 
fraction thereof, one-fourth of the 
applicable M&lE rate shall be allowed. 

(b) Full calendar days of travel. 

(i) Lodging required. For each full 
calendar day that the employee is in a 
travel status and lodging is required 
(whether en route or at a temporary duty 
location), the actual cost of lodging 
incurred by the traveler shall be added 
to the applicable M&IE rate. The 
resulting amount, limited to the 
maximum per diem rate prescribed for 
the location in appendix 1-A, shall be 
the allowable per diem for the full 
calendar day. 

(ii) Lodging not required. For any full 
calendar day of travel when lodging is 
not required (such as when employee is 
en route overnight returning to the 
official station), the maximum per diem 
rate shall be the M&lE rate applicable to 
the preceding calendar day. 

(c) Day Travel ends. 

(i) Determining applicable rate. For 
the day travel ends (when employee 
returns to the official station or other 
authorized point, or arrives at the new 
official station incident to a change of 
official station), the per diem allowable 
shall be the M&lE rate applicable to the 
preceding calendar day prorated as 
provided in (ii), below. 

(ii) Method of prorating MG&IE rate. 
The M&lE rate shall be prorated by 
dividing the day travel ends into 6-hour 
periods beginning at 12:01 a.m. and 
running until the employee arrives at 
home, office, or other authorized point at 
the conclusion of trip. For each 6-hour 
period, or fraction thereof, one-fourth of 
the applicable M&lE raie shall be 
allowed. 

(d) Lodging obtained after midnight. 
Although per diem generally is based on 
the employee's location at midnight, 
there will be instances in which he/she 
is en route and does not arrive at the 
lodging location (either temporary duty 
location or en route stopover point) until 
after midnight. In such cases, the lodging 
shall be claimed for the preceding 
calendar day and the applicable 
maximum per diem for the preceding 
day will be determined as if the 
employee had been at the lodging 
location at 12:00 midnight of that day. 

(3) Lodging location rules. 

(a) Lodging at temporary duty 
Jocation. It is presumed that the 
employee will obtain lodging at the 
temporary duty location. However, if the 
employee obtains lodging away from or 
outside the temporary duty location 
because of personal preference or 
convenience, the allowable per diem 


shall be limited to the maximum per 
diem rate prescribed for the temporary 
duty location. 

(b) Lodging not available at 
temporary duty Jocation. In certain 
circumstances, lodging accommodations 
may not be available at the temporary 
duty location and the employee must 
obtain lodging in an adjacent locality 
where the prescribed maximum per 
diem rate is higher than the maximum 
per diem rate for the location of the | 
temporary duty point. In such instances, 
the agency may make an administrative 
determination on an individual case 
basis to authorize or approve the higher 
maximum per diem rate. If the higher 
maximum rate is not justified and 
authorized in advance, the employee 
must furnish a statement with the travel 
voucher satisfactorily explaining the 
circumstances that caused him/her to 
obtain lodging in an area other than at 
the temporary duty point designated in 
the travel authorization. 

(4) Maximum rate applicable to 
change of official station travel. The 
standard CONUS rate shall be the 
applicable maximum per diem rate for 
en route travel performed incident to a 
change of official station. 

c. Receipt requirements and 
allowable lodging expenses. 

(1) Lodging receipt requirements. 
Receipts shall be required to support all 
lodging costs for which an allowance is 
claimed under the lodgings-plus per 
diem system except that a statement 
instead of a receipt may be accepted for 
the fee or service charge incurred for the 
use of Government quarters. Receipts 
are not required when a specific or 
reduced rate has been autorized in 
advance of the travel as provided in d, 
below, and in 1-7.7. 


* * * * * 


(2) set 

(a) Conventional lodging. When an 
employee uses conventional lodging 
facilities (hotels, motels, boarding 
houses, etc.), the allowable lodging 
expense will be based on the single 
room rate for the lodging used (for 
double occupancy, see c({1}(a), above). 
(See 1-7.9a for computing daily lodging 
expense when lodging is rented on a 
weekly or monthly basis.) 

(b) Government quarters. A fee or 
service charge paid for the use of 
Government quarters is an allowable 
lodging expense. 

(c) Lodging with friends or relatives. 
When the employee obtains lodging 
from friends or relatives (including 
members of the immediate family) with 
or without charge, no part of the per 
diem allowance will be allowed for 
lodging unless the host actually incurs 


Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


additional costs in accommodating the 
traveler. In such instances, the 
additional costs substantiated by the 
employee and determined to be 
reasonable by the agency may be 
allowed as a lodging expense. Neither 
costs based on room rates for 
comparable conventional lodging in the 
area nor flat “token” amounts will be 
considered as reasonable. 

(d) Lodging in nonconventional 
facilities. When no conventional lodging 
facilities are present (e.g., in remote 
areas) or when there is a shortage of 
rooms because of an influx of attendees 
at special events (e.g., world’s fairs or 
international sports events), costs of 
lodging obtained in nonconventional 
facilities may be allowed. Such facilities 
may include college dormitories or 
similar facilities and rooms generally 
not offered commercially that are made 
available to the public by area residents 
in their homes. In such cases, the 
traveler must provide an explanation of 
the circumstances which is acceptable 
to the agency. 

(e) Use of travel trailer or camping 
vehicle for lodgings. A per diem 
allowance for lodging may be allowed 
when the traveler uses a travel trailer or 
camping vehicle while on temporary 
duty assignments away from his/her 
official station. (See 1-7.9b for per diem 
computations in such situations.) 

d. Deviation from lodgings-plus per 
diem system. An agency may determine 
that the lodgings-plus per diem system 
as preseribed in 1-7.5 is not appropriate 
for certain travel assignment situations, 
such as when quarters or meals, or both, 
are provided at no cost or at a nominal 
cost by the Government or when for 
some other reason the subsistence costs 
to be incurred by the employee can be 
determined in advance. For example, 
see situations described in 1-7.7 and.1- 
7.9. In such instances a specific per diem 
rate may be established within the 
maximum per diem otherwise applicable 
to the travel situation and any 
appropriate reductions made in 
accordance with 1-7.7, provided the 
exception from the lodgings-plus per 
diem system and the specific per diem 
rate are authorized in advance on the 
travel authorization by an appropriate 
official of the agency concerned. Such 
specific per diem rate authorized on the 
travel authorization shall be the per 
diem rate payable on the travel voucher 
without receipts and/or itemization by 
the employee. 

5. Paragraphs 1-7.6 is amended by 
revising the introductory paragraph and 
subparagraphs b, c, and f to read as 
follows: 
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1-7.6. Per diem computation rules for 
travel to, from, between, or within 
locations outside CONUS. Except as_ 
otherwise provided in Part 1-7, per diem 
allowances authorized or approved for 
official travel to, from, between, or 
within locations outside CONUS 
{including travel incident to a change of 
official station) shall be computed under 
the quarter-day system as provided in a 
through f, below. 

a. Maximum per diem allowable. Per 
diem allowances for official travel 
within localities outside CONUS will be 
at rates not to exceed the maximum per 
diem rate established under 1-7.2b or c 
for the locality in which the travel is 
performed. Per diem allowances for en 
route travel to, from, or between 
localities outside CONUS will be 
determined as provided in c, below. 
Whenever lodging is not required during 
a calendar day of official travel under 1- 
7.6, the applicable maximum rate shall 
be reduced to reflect such fact as 
provided in 1-7.7a. 

b. Computation of basic per diem 
entitlements. 

(1) Travel of 10 hours or less. Per diem 
shall not be allowed when the travel 
period is 10 hours or less during the 
same calendar day (or employee's 
workday hours plus two hours for 
employees who would otherwise qualify 
for perdiem solely on the basis of 
working a non-standard workday, e.g., 
four 10-hour days or other compressed 
or flexible schedule), except when the 
travel period is 6 hours or more and 
either begins before 6 a.m. or ends after 
8 p.m. (This rules does not apply for en 
route travel incident to a change of 
official station.) 

(2) Methods of prorating travel days. 
Basic per diem entitlements will be 
calculated on a calendar day basis. 
When a change in travel status requires 
a change in the applicable rate during a 
calendar day or a per diem allowance 
must be calculated for partial days of 
travel, the travel day will be prorated as 
follows: 

(a) Travel of 24 hours or less. For 
continuous travel of 24 hours or less, the 
travel period will be divided into 6-hour 
periods starting from the actual time 
travel begins and ending with its 
completion at home, office, or other 
authorized point. For each 6-hour period, 
or fraction thereof, one-fourth of the 
applicable per diem rate for a calendar 
day will be allowed. 

(b) Travel of more than 24 hours. In 
computing per diem allowances for 
travel periods covering more than 24 
hours, the calendar day (midnight to 
midnight) shall be the unit. The calendar 
day shall be divided into four 6-hour 
periods (quarter days) and one-fourth of 


the applicable per diem rate shall be 
allowed for each quarter day. The per 
diem rate in effect at the beginning of a 
quarter day shall continue to the end of 
that quarter. When the per diem rate is 
changed during a calendar day, such 
rate will take effect at the beginning of 
the next quarter day immediately 
following the quarter day in which the 
rate change occurred. For a partial day 
at the beginning or ending of a travel 
period, one-fourth of the applicable per 
diem rate for the calendar day shall be 
allowed for each quarter day, or fraction 
thereof, that the employee is in a travel 
status during the partial day. 

(c) 30-minute rule. When the time of 
departure from home, office, or other 
authorized point at the beginning of the 
trip or the time of return thereto at the 
end of the trip involves only a 30-minute 
fraction of a quarter day, per diem shall 
not be allowed for either such quarter 
day unless the traveler provides a 
statement with the travel voucher 
explaining the necessity for the specific 
time of departure or return that is 
acceptable to the agency. The 30-minute 
rule applicable to the payment of per 
diem as provided herein does not apply 
to the beginning of continuous travel of 
24 hours or less as provided in (a), 
above; however, it is applicable to the 
end of such travel. 

(3) International dateline. In 
computing per diem in cases where the 
traveler crosses the international 
dateline (180th meridian), the-actual 
elapsed time shall be used to compute 
per diem rather than calendar days. 

c. Computation of per diem rates for 
en route travel to, from, or between 
locations outside CONUS. The 
maximum per diem rate for en route 
travel to, from, or between locations 
outside CONUS is based on the 
traveler's travel time (including time 
spent at rest stop locations or stopovers 
at intermediate points) as prescribed 
below. 

(1) Duty point. As used herein, the 
term “duty point” means the official 
station outside CONUS, any other place 
outside CONUS at which official travel 
begins or ends, or the point of exit or 
entry within CONUS. 

(2) Rates and conditions. For en route 
travel beyond the limits of CONUS by 
airplane, train, or boat (regardless of 
whether commercially or Government- 
owned), whether en route between a 
duty point within CONUS and a locality 
beyond or between localities outside 
CONUS, including stopovers of less than 
6 hours, the maximum per diem that may 
be authorized or approved (except for 
the provisions of b{1), above), is as 
follows: 


(a) Same day return. When the 
traveler departs from a duty point 
within CONUS or a locality outside 
CONUS and returns during the same 
calendar day to a duty point within 
CONUS or the locality outside CONUS, 
respectively, the maximum per diem rate 
allowable for the trip shall be that of the 
duty point at which the trip began. Since 
lodging is not required in this instance, 
the per diem rate applicable to any duty 
point within CONUS shall be the 
standard CONUS Ma&lE rate prescribed 
in appendix 1-A, For the same reason, 
the maximum per diem rate for the 
origin locality outside CONUS shall be 
reduced to an appropriate amount to 
reflect no lodging costs. 

(b) En route less than 6 hours. For 
travel other than that described in (a), 
above, when the en route travel time is 
less than 6 hours between a duty point 
within CONUS and a duty point in a 
locality outside CONUS or between two 
duty point outside CONUS, the 
maximum per diem rate allowable 
between duty points shall be that of the 
destination duty point. When the 
destination duty point is within CONUS, 
the maximum per diem rate shall be the 
standard CONUS rate prescribed in 
appendix 1-A, except when a higher 
rate for travel time at the duty point is 
authorized or approved under (4)(b), 
below. 

(c) En route 6 hours or more. When 
the en route travel time is 6 hours or 
more between the duty points described 
in (b), above, the per diem rate 
applicable for travel between the duty 
points is $6, except: 

(i) For vessel travel of more than 9 
successive calendar days, in addition to 
the fractional days of embarkation and 
debarkation, the per diem rate for the 
succeeding calendar days and for the 
fractional day of debarkation is $2; and 

(ii) When either the $6 or $2 rate 
prescribed herein is not commensurate 
with a traveler's subsistence expenses, a 
different per diem vate may be 
authorized or approved not in excess-of 
the maximum per diem rate applicable 
to the destination duty point or, with 
respect to vessel travel, not in excess of 
$9, except that the rate for travel by the 
Alaska Ferry System shall not exceed 
the standard M&lE rate for CONUS. 

(3) Stopovers of 6 hours or more. 
When the en route travel period 
between origin and destination duty 
points involves a stopover at an 
intermediate point and the time spent at 
the stopover point is 6 hours or more, 
the per diem rate for the travel period at 
the stopover point shall be the rate 
applicable to the locality in which the 
stopover takes place. The applicable per 





diem rate shall take effect at the 
beginning of the quarter day following 
the actual time of arrival at the 
intermediate stopover point. For 
purposes of determining per diem rates 
for en route travel, the length of time at 
an intermediate stopover point is 
controlling regardless of whether the 
stopover is necessary because of official 
duty, common carrier scheduling, or an 
authorized rest stop [see (6), below). 
Stopovers of less than 6 hours are 
considered part of the en route travel as 
provided in (2), above. 

(4) Travel beginning or ending within 
CONUS. When the travel covered by 
this paragraph c, begins or ends at a 
place within CONUS other than a duty 
point, the maximum per diem applicable 
to the travel between such place and the 
duty point {place of exit or entry) within 
CONUS, including time in a travel status 
at the duty point or an intermediate 
location, shall be determined as 
provided in (a) through (c), below. 

(a) Generally, the applicable 
maximum per diem rate shall be the 
standard CONUS maximum per diem 
rate prescribed in appendix 1-A, except 
that such maximum rate shall be limited 
to the M&IE portion of the standard 
CONUS rate in the following travel 
circumstances: 

(i) For the day travel begins when the 
traveler is in an en route travel status at 
12:00 midnight and no lodging is 
required that day because of the en 
route travel status; or 

{ii) For the day(s) of return {or day 
travel ends) when lodging is not 
required because of en route status at 
12:00 midnight or arrival at home or 
official station; 

(b) When either the standard CONUS 
maximum per diem rate, or the M&IE 
portion thereof, is not commensurate 
with a traveler's subsistence expenses 
(such as when lodging is required at the 
duty point or an intermediate location), 
a different rate may be authorized or 
approved not in excess of the maximum 
per diem rate applicable for the locality 
involved; or 

(c) When the travel described above 
involves temporary duty within CONUS 
and lodging is required within CONUS, 
per diem shall be computed under the 
lodgings-plus per diem system as 
provided in 1-7.6f. In such instances, the 
provisions of this paragraph (4) apply 
only to travel days prior to or 
immediately following the travel days 
for which the lodgings-plus per diem 
system is applicable. 

(5) Travel beginning or ending outside 
CONUS. When en route travel outside 
CONUS is required between a home, 
official station, or some other location 
and the common carrier or other 


terminal or between localities outside 
CONUS, and such travel is by a mode of 
transportation other than airplane, train, 
or boat, per diem for the quarter days 
involved will be based on the locality 
rate where the traveler is located at the 
beginning of each quarter. Per diem for 
the first quarter day of the travel will be 
at the origin rate. : 

(6) Rest stops. 

(a) When travel is direct between 
duty points which are separated by 
several time zones and at least one duty 
point is outside CONUS, a rest period 
not in excess of 24 hours may be 
authorized or approved when air travel 
between the duty points is by less-than- 


- first-class accommodations and the 


scheduled flight time (including 
stopovers of less than 8 hours) exceeds 
14 hours by a direct or usually traveled 
route. 

(b) The rest stop may be authorized at 
any intermediate point, including points 
within CONUS, provided the point is 
midway in the journey or as near to 
midway as requirements for use of U.S. 
flag air carriers and carrier scheduling 
permit. 

(c) A rest stop shall not be authorized 
when an employee, for personal 
convenience, elects to travel by an 
indirect route resulting in excess travel 
time. : 

(d) The per diem rate for the rest stop 
shall be the rate applicable for the rest 
stop location (see (3), above). 

(e) When carrier schedules or the 
requirements for use of U.S. flag air 
carriers preclude an intermediate rest 
stop, or a rest stop is not authorized, it is 
recommended that the employee be 
scheduled to arrive at the temporary 
duty point with sufficient time to allow a 
reasonable rest period before reporting 
for duty. (See 1-3.6 for guidelines on the 
use of U.S. flag carriers.) 

d. When lodging is not located at duty 
point outside CONUS. When suitable 
lodging is not available at place of 
temporary duty in a locality outside 
CONUS and the employee is required to 
obtain lodging in a different locality, the 
maximum applicable per diem rate shall 
be that of the locality in which the 
lodging is obtained. 

e. Deductions for meals and/or 
lodgings furnished. Where meals and/or 
lodging are furnished without charge or 
at a nominal cost by a Federal 
Government agency at a temporary duty 
station, an appropriate deduction shall 
be made from the authorized per diem 
rate. (See 1-7.7b.) 

f. Travel involving temporary duty 
within CONUS. As a general rule, when 
travel covered under 1-7.6 involves 
temporary duty within CONUS and 
lodging is required within CONUS 
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incident to such temporary duty either 
at the temporary duty location, the entry 
or exit duty point within CONUS, or an 
intermediate stopover point within 
CONUS, the jodgings-plus per diem 
system prescribed in 1-7.5 is applicable 
to the travel time within CONUS. For 
the remainder of the trip, or when 
temporary duty is of such short duration 
that lodging is not required, per deim 
will be computed under the quarter-day 
system. The specific rules provided in 
(1) through (3), below, will be applied to 
determine specific time periods for 
application of the lodgings-plus system. 

(1) Round-trip travel beginning 
outside CONUS. When round-trip travel 
is from a duty point outside CONUS for 
temporary duty within CONUS, the 
lodgings-plus per diem system takes 
effect at 12:01 a.m. on the first day 
lodging is required within CONUS and 
extends through 12:00 midnight of the 
last calendar day that lodging is 
required within CONUS. 

(2) Travel beginning within CONUS. 
When travel begins within CONUS and 
temporary duty is performed within 
CONUS prior to departure from the 
CONUS exit duty point, the lodging-plus 
per diem system will be in effect 
beginning on the day of departure from 
home, office, or other authorized point 
within CONUS through 12:00 midnight of 
the last calendar day that lodging is 
required within CONUS. 

(3) Travel ending within CONUS. 
When travel ends within CONUS and 
temporary duty is performed within 
CONUS prior to conclusion of the travel, 
the lodging-plus per diem system will be 
in effect beginning at 12:01 a.m. on the 
first day lodging is required within 
CONUS through the time of arrival at 
home, office, or other authorized point 
within CONUS upon completion of the 
travel. 

6. Paragraph 1-7.7 is amended by 
revising the introductory paragraph and 
subparagraph b to read as follows: 

1-7.7. Reductions in maximum per 
diem rates when appropriate 
(worldwide). An agency may, in 
individual cases or situations, authorize 
a reduced per diem rate under certain 
circumstances, such as when lodgings 
and/or meals are obtained by the 
employee at a reduced cost or furnished 
to the employee at no cost or a nominal 
cost by the Government; or when for 
some other reason the subsistance costs | 
to be incurred by the employee can be 
determined in advance. In exercising its 
responsibilities outlined in 1-7.1e, the. 
agency should consider any known 
factors that will cause the traveler's 
subsistence expenses in 4 specific 


'- situation to be Jess than the applicable 
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maximum rates prescribed under 1-7.2. 
If it can be determined in advance of the 
travel that such factors are present, the 
agency should authorize a reduced rate 
that is commensurate with the known 
expense levels. Such reduced rate 
authorized on the travel authorization 
shall be the per diem rate payable on 
the travel voucher without receipts and/ 
or itemization by the employee. When 
reduced rate situations involve partial 
days, agencies may either prorate the 
rate by quarters or prescribe a special 
reduced rate for the partial travel days. 
Specific guidelines for reducing rates 
and situations where reduced rates may 
be appropriate are provided below. 

a. * * 

b. When meals/lodgings are furnished 
by the Government. When all or part of 
the meals and/or lodging are furnished 
at no cost or at a nominal cost to the 
employee by the Federal Government, 
the applicable maximum per diem rate 
or the M&lE rate, as appropriate, shall 
be reduced to a daily amount 
commensurate with the remaining 
expenses expected to be incurred by the 
employee. If a reduced per diem rate 
was not authorized in advance of the 
travel, an appropriate deduction shall be 
made from the total per diem payable on 
the travel voucher. (See 1-7.4d, 1- 
7.5a(2)(b), and 1-7.6e.) 

7. Paragraph 1-7.8 is revised to read 
as follows: 

1-7.8. “Mixed travel” reimbursement. 
“Mixed travel” occurs when official 
travel within a single trip is subject to 
payment of the daily subsistence 
expenses under different reimbursement 
systems {i.e., CONUS lodgings-plus, 
outside CONUS quarter-day, or actual 
subsistence expense). 

a. Transition between reimbursement 
systems. Reimbursement for subsistence 
expenses will be computed under only 
one reimbursement system for each 
calendar day except when the 
provisions of 1-8.2b apply. When travel 
to or from locations outside CONUS 
involves temporary duty (with lodging) 
within CONUS, the rules in 1-7.6f 
govern the transition between the 
CONUS lodgings-plus system and the 
outside CONUS quarter-day system. 
When actual expense reimbursement for 
certain travel days is intermittent with 
the per diem method for others, the rules 
in 1-8.6 govern. 

b. Determining maximum daily 
rate(s). Reimbursement for each day will 
be subject to only one maximum rate, 
except for travel under 1-7.6 which may 
require different rates within a calendar 
day due to the quarter-day per diem 
calculation method. The rules for 
determining maximum rates within each 


reimbursement system are:provided.in » 
1-7.5, 1-7.6, and 1-8. 

. .8. Paragraph 1-7.9a(2) is revised to 
read as follows: 

1-7.9. Per diem allowance 
computations for special situations 
(worldwide). 

a. Per diem for weekly or monthly 
rentals. 

1 ee 

(2) Computation of daily lodging 
costs. When the employee obtains 
lodging on a weekly or monthly rental 
basis, the daily lodging cost shall be 
computed by dividing the total lodging 
cost for the expenses listed in (1), above, 
by the number of days the 
accommodations are actually occupied, 
provided that the employee acts 
prudently in renting by the week or 
month, and that the cost to the 
Government does not exceed the cost of 
renting conventional lodging at a daily 
rate. Otherwise the daily lodging cost 
shall be computed by dividing by the 
number of days in the rental period (e.g., 
7 or 30 days, as appropriate). 

9. Paragraph 1-8.3 is amended by 
revising the introductory paragraph and 
subparagraph a to read as follows: 


PART 8—REIMBURSEMENT OF 
ACTUAL SUBSISTENCE EXPENSES 


1-8.3. Maximum daily rates and 
reimbursement limitations. The 
maximum amount of reimbursement for 
actual subsistence expenses that may be 
authorized or approved for each 
calendar day or fraction thereof is as 
provided in a and b, below. Agencies 
shall determine appropriate and 
necessary daily maximum rates not to 
exceed these amounts when authorizing 
or approving travel under this Part 1-8. 
Maximum daily rates need not be 
prorated for fractions of a day; however, 
see 1-8.3a(2) and b(2) for reimbursement 
limitations. 

a. Travel within CONUS. 

(1) Maximum daily rates. For travel 
within CONUS, the maximum daily rate 
for subsistence expenses shall not 
exceed 150 percent of the applicable 
maximum per diem rate (rounded to the 
next higher dollar) prescribed in 
appendix 1-A for the travel assignment 
location. 

(2) Reimbursement limitation. 

(a) When the actual subsistence 
expenses incurred during any one day 
are less than the maximum daily rate 
authorized, the employee shall be 
reimbursed only for the lesser amount. 
Expenses incurred and claimed 
(including those for fractional days) 
shall be reviewed and allowed only to 
the extent determined to be necessary 


and reasonable by the agency {see 1- 
8:5b). Reimbursement for meals and 
incidental expenses shall not, under any 
circumstances, exceed 150 percent of the 
Ma&lE rate applicable to the temporary 
duty location. 

(b) The agency may limit 
reimbursement for meals and incidental 
expenses to 100 percent of the 
applicable M&IE rate and deviate from 
the requirement for receipts and/or 
itemization of such expenses as 
provided in 1-8.5a(3). In such instances 
the M&lE rate shall be prorated for 
oo days of travel as provided in 1- 
7.5b. 


* * * * * 


10. Paragraph 1-8.4b is amended by 
revising subparagraph b to read as 
follows: 

1-8.4. Authorization or approval. 

a. eee 

b. Prior authorization of actual 
expense travel. Normally, travel on an 
actual expense basis should be 
authorized in advance and the daily 
maximum rate authorized by the agency 
shall be started in the travel 
authorization. 


* * * * 


11. Paragraph 1-8.5a is amended by 
adding subparagraph a(3) to read as 
follows: 

1-8.5. Requirements for 
documentation, review, and 
administrative controls. 

a. Documentation of actual expenses 
on the voucher. 

(1) ee & 

(2) ee 

(3) Exception to receipts and/or 
itemization requirement. When an 
agency limits reimbursement for meals 
and incidental expenses to 100 percent 
of the applicable M&IE rate (as provided 
in 1-8.3a(2)(b)), receipts and/or 
itemization of meals and incidental 
expenses as provided in (1) and (2), 
above, need not be required except at 
agency discretion. 

12. Paragraph 1-8.6 is revised to read 
as follows: 

1-8.6. Mixed travel (per diem and 
actual subsistence expense) 
reimbursement. 

a, Generally, when actual expense 
reimbursement is authorized or 
approved for a particular temporary 
duty location, and is the only 
reimbursement system involved, the 
partial day of travel to and from that 
location also will be on an.actual 
expense basis. However, if the en route 
travel to or from the actual expense 
location entails more than one day, the 
agency may authorize actual expense 





reimbursement, or per diem in 
accordance with Part 1-7, whichever is 
administratively advantageous and 
commensurate with the expenses 
expected to be incurred by the traveler. 
b. If actual expense reimbursement 
authorized for particular locations is 
intermingled with per diem at other 
locations in a single trip, either within or 
outside CONUS, the agency shall 
determine when the transition between 
reimbursement systems occurs, provided 
that only one method or system is 
authorized for any given calender day. 


CHAPTER 2—RELOCATION 
ALLOWANCES 


PART 5—SUBSISTENCE WHILE 
OCCUPYING TEMPORARY QUARTERS 


13. Paragraph 2-5.2g(1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

2-5.2. Conditions and limitations for 
eligibility. 

g. Effect of partial days on eligibility 
period. Occupancy of temporary 
quarters for less than a whole day 
constitutes one full calendar day of the 
eligibility period. 

(1) Claim for temporary quarters 
when occupancy begins the same day 
en route travel ends. The guidelines in 


(a) and {b), below, shall be used for 
determining the eligibility period for 
temporary quarters subsistence expense 
reimbursement and in computing 
maximum reimbursement when 
occupancy of temporary quarters for 
reimbursement purposes occurs the 
same day that en route travel per diem 
ends. 

(a) En route travel of more than 24 
hours. When en route travel is more 
than 24 hours, the eligibility period for 
reimbursement for temporary quarters 
subsistence expenses shall start at the 
beginning of the calendar day quarter 
immediately following the calendar day 
quarter in which en route travel per 
diem ends. 

(b) En route travel of 24 hours or less. 
When en route travel is 24 hours or less 
the eligibility period for reimbursement 
for temporary quarters subsistence 
expenses shall start at the beginning of 
the same calendar day quarter in which 
en route travel per diem ends. 

14. Paragraphs 2-5.4c{1), (2)* NOTE, 
and (3) are amended to read as follows: 

2-5.4. Allowable rate 


* 
* * * * * 


2 * & 


c. 
(1) **e 
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(a) For temporary quarters located in 
the conterminous United States, the 
applicable maximum per diem rate is 
the standard CONUS rate ($60) 
prescribed under 1-7.5a. 


* * * ” « 


(2) *e¢ 

*Note.—If the temporary quarters occupied 
are in the conterminous United States, the 
maximum daily rates prescribed under (a), 
(b), {c), and {d), above, are $60, $40, $40, and 
$30, respectively. 

(3) ** 

(a) For an employee, or 
unaccompanied spouse, the daily rate 
shall not exceed $45; 

(b) For an accompanying spouse, the 
daily rate shall not exceed $30; 

(c) For each other family member 12 
years of age or older, the daily rate shall 
not exceed $30; and 

(d) For each family member under 12 
years of age, the daily rate shall not 
exceed $22.50. 


Appendix 1-A, Prescribed Maximum 
Per Diem Rates for CONUS 


15. Appendix 1-A of the FTR is 
revised to read as follows: 


BILLING CODE 6820-AM-M 
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APPENDIX 1-A, PRESCRIBED MAXIMUM PER DIEM RATES FOR CONUS 


The maximum rates listed below are prescribed under paragraph 1-7.2 of these 
regulations (Federal Travel Regulations (FTR)) for reimbursement of subsistence 
expenses incurred -during official travel within CONUS (the conterminous United 
States). The amount shown in column (a) is the maximum that will be reimbursed 
for lodging expenses including applicable taxes. The MI&E rate shown in column 
(b) is a fixed amount allowed for meals and incidental expenses related to 
subsistence. The per diem payment calculated in accordance with Part 1-7 of 
the FTR for lodging expenses plus the M&IE rate may not exceed the maximum per 
diem rate shown in column (c). 


Per Diem Locality 


Maximum 
Lodging 
Amount 


wo 


CONUS, Standard rate $35 
(Applies to all Locations within CONUS 


not specifically. listed below or encompassed 
by the boundary definition of a listed point. 
However, the standard CONUS rate applies to 
all locations within CONUS, including those 
defined below, under certain specified 
travel circumstances and for certain 
relocation subsistence allowances. See 
Parts 1-7, 2-2, 2-4 and 2-5 of the FTR.) 


Key City 1/ 


ALABAMA 
nniston 
Birmingham 
Dothan 
Gadsden 
Gulf Shores 
Huntsville 
Mobile 
Montgomery 
Sheffield 


ARIZONA 


Bullhead City 


Chinle 
Kayenta 


Page/Flagstaff 
Phoenix/Scottsdale 


Prescott 
Sierra Vista 
Tucson 


Yuma 


ARKANSAS 
Fayetteville 
Fort Smith 
Helena 
Hot Springs 
Little Rock 


CALIFORNIA 
ico 
Death Valley 
El Centro 
Eureka 
Fresno 
Los Angeles 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ 


Calhoun 
Jefferson 
Houston 
Etowah 
Baldwin 
Madison 
Mobile 
Montgomery 
Colbert 


Mohave 

Apache 

Navajo 

Coconino 
Maricopa 

Yavapai 

Cochise 

Pima County; 
Davis-Monthan AFB 
Yuma 


Washington 
Sebastian 
Phillips 
Garland 
Pulaski 


Butte 
Inyo 
Imperial 
Humboldt 
Fresno 
Los Angeles, Kern, 
Orange & Ventura Counties; 
Edwards AFB; Naval Weapons 
Center & Ordnance Test 
Station, China Lake 
33 


+ 


M&IE 
Rate 


a. -* 
$25 


Maximum 
Per Diem 
Rate 


—fe) 4/ 
$60 





Per Diem Locality 


Key City 1/ 


Monterey 

Palm Springs 
.Redding 
Sacramento 
San Diego 

San Francisco 


San Jose 

San Luis: Obispo 

San Mateo. 

Santa Barbara 

Santa Cruz 

South Lake Tahoe 
Stockton 

Tahoe City 

Vallejo 
Victorville/Barstow 
Visalia <=’ : 
West Sacramento 
Yosemite Nat'l Park - 


COLORADO 
Aspen 
Boulder 
Colorado Springs 
Denver 


Durango 

Glenwood Springs 
Grand Junction 
Gunnison’ 
Keystone/Silverthorne 
Pagosa Springs 

Pueblo 

Steamboat Springs 
Trinidad 

Vail 


CONNECTICUT 
Bridgeport/Danbury ~ 
Hartford 
New Haven 
New London/Groton 
Putnam/Danielson 
Salisbury 


DELAWARE 
Dover 
Lewes 
Wilmington 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Washington, DC 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ 


Monterey 
Riverside 
Shasta 
Sacramento 
San Diego 


San Francisco, Alameda, 


Contra Costa & Marin 
Santa Clara 

San Luis Obispo 
San Mateo 

Santa Barbara 
Santa Cruz 
Dorado 

San Joaquin 
Placer 

Solano 

San Bernardino 
Tulare 

Yolo 

Mariposa 


Pitkin 
Boulder 

El Paso 
Denver, Adams, 
Arapahoe & Jefferson 
La Plata 
Garfield 

Mesa 

Gunnison 
Summit 
Archulete 
Pueblo 

Routt 

Las Animas 
Eagle 


Fairfield 

Hartford & Middlesex 
New Haven 

New London 

Windham 

Litchfield 


Kent 
Sussex 
New Castle 


(also the cities of Alexandria, Falls Church, 
and Fairfax, and the counties of Arlington, 
Loudoun, and Fairfax in Virginia; and the 
counties of Montgomery and Prince Georges in 


Maryland) 


FLORIDA 
Altamonte Springs 
Bradenton Beach/ 
Bradenton 
Cocoa Beach 
Ormond Beach/Daytona 
Beach/New Smyrna 


(see also Maryland and Virginia) 


Seminole 
Manatee 


Brevard 
Volusia 


Maximum 
Lodging 
Amount 


(a) 


66 
72 
50 
54 
67 
62 


57 
53 
66 
71 
66 
52 
45 
46 
45 
47 
58 
47 
68 


72 
58 
43 
63 


46 
45 
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Maximum 
M&IE Per Diem 
Rate Rate 


* (b)_ = (c) 4/ 


25 91 
33 105 
25 75 
33 87 
a ~ 100 
‘33 95 


33 90 
25 78 
33 99 
33 104 
33 99 
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Per Diem Locality ves ip a 


Key City l/ 


Fort Lauderdale 
Fort Myers 

Fort Pierce 

Fort Walton Beach 
Gainesville 
Jacksonville 


Kissimmee 
Lakeland 

Miami 

Naples 

Orlando 

Panama City 
Pensacola 

Punta Gorda 
Sarasota 

Saint Augustine 
Stuart . 
Tallahassee 
Tampa/St. Petersburg 
Vero Beach 

West Palm Beach 


GEORGIA 


Atlanta 


Augusta 
Brunswick 
Columbus 
Macon 


Savannah 
St. Marys 


IDAHO 

oise 
Coeur d*Alene 
Ketchum/Sun Valley 
Lewiston 

Pocatello 
Stanley 


ILLINOIS 

on 
Champaign/Urbana 
Chicago 
Danville 
Dixon 
East St. Louis 
Macomb 
Mattoon 
Peoria 
Rockford 
Rock Island/Moline 
Springfield 


INDIANA 

Anderson 
Bloomington 
Burlington Beach/ 
Valparaiso 


County and/or. other 
defined location 2/ 3/: 


Broward 

Lee ; 

Saint Lucie 

Okaloosa 

Alachua 

Duval County; 

Naval Station Mayport; 
(also see St. Marys, GA) 
Osceola 

Polk 

Dade & Monroe 

Collier 

Orange 

Bay 

Escambia 

Charlotte 

Sarasota 

Saint Johns 

Martin 


Leon 3 
Hillsborough & Pinellas 
Indian River : 
Palm Beach 


Dougherty 

Clarke 

Clayton, De Kalb, 
Pulton & Cobb 
Richmond 

Glynn 

Muscogee 

Bibb (including 
Robins AFB) 
Chatham 

The Naval Submarine 
Base, Kinga Bay 


Maximum 
Lodging 
Amount 


(a) + 


55 
56. 
45 
50 
46 
46 


46 


(See also Jacksonville, FL) — 


Ada 
Kootenai 
Blaine 
Nez Perce 
Bannock 
Custer 


Madison 
Champaign 
Du Page, Cook & Lake 
Vermilion 
Lee 

Saint Clair 
McDonough 
Coles 
Peoria 
Winnebago 
Rock Island 
Sangamon 


Madison 
Monroe 
Porter 


‘Rate 


'Maximuom 
Per Diem 
Rate 


ee eh oS 


~ 25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 


M&IE 
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Maximum 
Per Diem 


Maximum 


Per Diem Locality 
Lodging 


M&IE 


Key City 1/ 


Charlestown/ 
Jeffersonville 

Columbus 

Dale 

Elkhart 

Fort Wayne 

Gary 
Indianapolis 


Lafayette 
Logansport 
Michigan City 
Muncie 
Nashville 
South Bend 


IOWA 
Bettendorf/Davenport 
Cedar Rapids 

Des Moines 

Dubuque 

Iowa City 

Sioux City 

Waterloo 


KANSAS 
Garden City 
Hays 
Kansas City 


Manhattan 
Topeka 
Wichita 


KENTUCKY 
Bowling Green 
Covington 
Frankfort 
Hopkinsville 
Lexington 
Louisville 
Owensboro 
Somerset 


LOUISIANA 
Alexandria 
Baton . Rouge 
Bossier City 
Gonzales 
Lafayette 
Lake Charles 
Monroe 
New Orleans 


Shreveport 
Slidell 


MAINE 
Auburn 
Augusta 
Bangor 
Bar Harbor 
Bath 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ 


Clark County; Indiana 
Army Ammunition Plant 
Bartholomew 

Spencer 

Elkhart 

Allen 

Lake 

Marion County; 

Fort Benjamin Harrison 
Tippecanoe 

Cass 

La Porte 

Delaware 

Brown 

St. Joseph 


Scott 

Linn 

Polk 
Dubuque 
Jehnson 
Woodbury 
Black Hawk 


Finney 

Ellis 

Johnson & Wyandotte 

(See also Kansas City, MO) 
Riley 

Shawnee 

Sedgwick 


Warren 
Kenton 
Franklin 
Christian 
Fayette 
Jefferson 
Daviess 
Oykasju 


Rapides Parish 

East Baton Rouge Parish 
Bossier Parish 
Ascension Parish 
Lafayette Parish 
Calcasieu Parish 
Ouachita Parish 
Parishes of Jefferson, 
Orleans, Plaquemines 

& St. Bernard 

Caddo Parish 

St. Tammany Parish 


Androscoggin 
Kennebec 
Penobscot 
Hancock 
Sagadahoc 


36 


Amount 
(a) 


46 


39 
38 
50 
52 
40 


ae 


47 
38 
38 
48 
50 
48 


44 


40 
48 
~ 38 
41 
39 


Rate 


+ (b = 


25 


25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
‘25 


25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 


25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 


25 
25 
25 
25 
25 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


Rate 


(c) 4 


71 
64 
63 
75 
77 


65 
80 


72 
63 
63 
73 
75 
73 


69 
65 
73 
63 
66 
64 
64 


62 
62 
85 


68 
66 
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Per Diem Locality 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ (a) + (b)_ = (c) 


Key City 1/ 
Kittery 


Portland 
Presque Isle 
Rockport 
Sanford 
South Paris 
Wiscasset 


MARYLAND 


Maximum " Maximum 
Lodging M&IE Per Diem 
Amount Rate Rate 


Portsmouth Naval 56. 25 81 
Shipyard (See also 

Portsmouth, NH) 

Cumberland 62 25 87 
Aroostook 38 25 63 
Knox 62 25 87 
York 38 25 63 
Oxford 36 25 61 
Lincoln 42 25 67 


(For the counties of Montgomery and Prince 
Georges, see District of Columbia) 


Annapolis 

Baltimore 

Columbia 

Cumberland 

Easton 

Frederick 

Hagerstown 

Lexington Park/St. 
Inigoes/Leonardtown 

Lusby 

Ocean City 

Salisbury 

Waldorf 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Andover 
Boston 


Greenfield 

Hyannis 

Martha's Vineyard/ 
Nantucket 

New Bedford 
Northampton 
Pittsfield 
Plymouth 
Springfield 

Worcester 


MICHIGAN 

Adrian 

Ann Arbor 
Battle Creek 
Bay City 

Boyne City 
Cadillac 
Detroit 

Flint 

Gaylord 

Grand Rapids 
Houghton Lake 
Tronwood 
Jackson 
Kalamazoo 
Lansing/East Lansing 
Mackinac Island 
Midland 

Mount Pleasant 
Muskegon 


Anne Arundel 
Baltimore & Harford 
Howard 

Allegany 

Talbot 

Frederick 
Washington 

St. Marys 


Calvert 
Worcester 
Wicomico 
Charles 


Essex 

Middlesex, Norfolk 
& Suffolk 

Franklin 
Barnstable 

Dukes & Nantucket 


Bristol 
Hampshire 
Berkshire 
Plymouth 
Hampden 
Worcester 


Lenawee 
Washtenaw 
Calhoun 
Bay 
Charlevoix 
Wexford 
Wayne 
Genesee 
Otsego 
Kent 
Roscommon 
Gogebic 
Jackson 
Kalamazoo 
Ingham — 
Mackinae 
Midland 
Isabella 
Muskegon 


37 


YW 
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Maximum 
M&IE Per Diem 
Rate Rate 
(b)_ = (c) 4 


Maximum 


Per Diem Locality 
Lodging 


County and/or other Amount 


Key City 1/ defined location 2/ 3/ a) + 


Pontiac 

Port Huron 
Saginaw 

St. Joseph/Benton 
Harbor/Niles 

Three Rivers 

Traverse City 

Warren 


MINNESOTA 

Bemidji 

Brainerd 

Duluth 
Minneapolis/St. Paul 


Rochester 
St. Cloud 


MISSISSIPPI 
Jackson 
Natchez 
Oxford 
Vicksburg 


MISSOURI 

Cape Girardeau 
Columbia -- 
Jefferson City 
Kansas City 


Lake Ozark 
Osage Beach 
Springfield 
St. Louis 


MONTANA 
Great Falls 
Helena 


NEBRASKA 
Grand Island 
Lincoln 
Norfolk 
Omaha 


NEVADA 
Elko 
Las Vegas 
Reno 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Concord 
Conway 
Durham 
Laconia 


Oakland 
St. Clair 
Saginaw 
Berrien 


Saint Joseph 
Grand Traverse 
Macomb 


Beltrami 

Crow Wing 

St. Louis 

Anoka, Hennepin & 
Ramsey Counties; Fort 
Snelling Military 
Reservation & Navy: 
Astronautics Group 


48 
42 
44 
43 


37 
53 
43 


40 
42 
42 
52 


(Detachment BRAVO), Rosemount 


Olmsted 
Benton, Sherburne 
& Stearns 


Hinds 
Adams 
Lafayette 
Warren 


Cape Girardeau 

Boone 

Cole 

Clay, Jackson & Platte 
(See also Kansas City, KS) 
Miller 

Camden 

Greene 

St. Charles & St. Louis 


Cascade 
Lewis & Clark 


Hall 
Lancaster 
Madison 
Douglas 


Elko 
Clark County; Nellis AFB 
Washoe 


Merrimack 
Carroll 
Strafford 
Belknap 


51 
36 


25 
25 
25 
25 


25 
25 
25 


25 
25 
25 
25 


73 
67 
69 
68 


62 
78 
68 


65 
67 
67 
77 
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Per Diem Locality 


Key City 1/ 


Manchester 
Portsmouth/Newington 


Woodsville 


NEW JERSEY 
Atlantic City 
Belle Mead 
Camden 
Dover 


Eatontown 


Edison 
Millville 
Newark 


Ocean City/Cape May 
Princeton/Trenton — 
Salem 

Tom's River 


NEW MEXICO 
Albuquerque 
Artesia 
Cloudcroft 
Farmington 
Gallup 
Grants 
Hobbs 
Las Cruces/White Sands 
Las Vegas 
Los Alamos 
Raton 
Roswell 
Santa Fe 
Silver City 
Taos 
Tucumcari 


NEW YORK 
Albany 
Batavia 
Binghampton 
Buffalo 
Catskill 
Corning 
Elmira 
Glens Falls 
Ithaca 
Jamestown 
Kingston 
Lake Placid 
Monticello 
New York City 


Niagara Falls 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ 


Hillsborough 
Rockingham County; 
Pease AFB (See also 
Kittery, ME) 
Grafton 


Atlantic 

Somerset 

Camden 

Morris County; 
Picatinny Arsenal 
Monmouth County; 
Fort Monmouth 
Middlesex 
Cumberland 
Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Passaic & Union 
Cape May 

Mercer 

Salem 

Ocean 


Bernalillo 
Eddy 
Otero 

San Juan 
McKinley 
Cibola 

Lea 

Dona Ana 
San Miguel 
Los Alamos 
Colfax 
Chaves 
Santa Fe 
Grant 
Taos- 

Quay 


Albany 

Genesee 

Broome 

Erie 

Greene 

Steuben 

Chemung 

Warren 

Tompkins 
Chautauqua 
Ulster 

Essex 

Sullivan 

The boroughs of 
Bronx, Brooklyn, 
Manhattan, Queens 


& Staten Island; Nassau 


& Suffolk Counties 
Niagara 


Maximum 
Lodging 
Amount 


(a) 


57 
56 


40 


+ 


M&IE 
Rate 


Maximum 
Per Diem 
Rate 


 * (c)_ 4/ 


25 
25 


25 


33 
25 
25 
25 


82 
81 


65 





Per Diem Locality 


Key City 1/ 


Owego 
Poughkeepsie 
Rochester 
Saratoga Springs 
Schenectady 
Syracuse 
Troy 

Utica 
Watertown 
Watkins Glen 
West Point 
White Plains 


NORTH CAROLINA 
Asheville 
Boone 
Chapel Hill 
Charlotte 
Duck 
Durham 
Elizabeth City 
Fayetteville 
Greenville 
High Point/Greensboro 
Kinston 
Morehead City 
Raleigh 
Wilmington 
Winston-Salem 


NORTH DAKOTA 
Bismarck 
Fargo 
Grand Forks 
Minot 


OHIO 
Akron 
Bellevue 
Bridgeport/Martins 

Ferry/Belaire 

Chillicothe 
Cincinnati/Evendale 
Cleveland 
Columbus 
Dayton 


Defiance 

East Liverpool 
Elyria 

Geneva 
Hamilton/Fairfield 
Ironton 
Lancaster 

Lima 

Port Clinton 
Portsmouth 
Sandusky 
Springfield 
Tinney/Freemont 
Toledo 
Wapakoneta 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ 


Tioga 
Dutchess 
Monroe 
Saratoga 
Schenectady 
Onondaga 
Rensselaer 
Oneida 
Jefferson 
Schuyler 
Orange 
Westchester 


Buncombe 
Watauga 
Orange 
Mecklenburg 
Dare 

Durham 
Pasquotank 
Cumberland 
Pitt 
Guilford 
Lenoir 
Carteret 
Wake 

New Hanover 
Forsyth 


Burleigh 
Cass 

Grand Forks 
Ward 


Summit 
Huron 
Belmont 


Ross 

Hamilton & Warren 
Cuyahoga 

Franklin 
Montgomery County; 
Wright-Patterson AFB 
Defiance 
Columbiana 

Lorain 

Ashtabula 

Butler 

Lawrence 
Fairfield 

Allen 

Ottawa 

Scioto 

Erie 

Clark 

Sandusky 

Lucas 

Auglaize 


Maximum 
Lodging 
Amount 


{a) 


39 
66 
$3 
45 
54 
57 
55 
54 
47 
72 
43 
84 


45 
38 
51 
56 
57 
36 
51 
39 
57 
52 
44 
53 
56 
45 
48 


44 
50 
45 
46 


52 
55 
38 


42 
50 
57 
54 
59 


M&IE 
Rate 
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Maximum 
Per Diem 
Rate 


+ (b) = (c) 


25 
25 
25 
33 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
33 


25 
25 
Zo 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
2 
25 
25 
25 
25 


25 
25 
25 


64 
91 
88 
78 
79 
82 
80 
79 
72 
97 
68 
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Maximam 
Per Diem 


Maximum 


Per Diem Locality 
Lodging 


M&IE 


Key City 1/ 


Bartlesville 
Muskogee 
Norman 
Oklahoma City 
Stillwater 
Tulsa 


OREGON 
Beaverton 
Bend 
Clackamas 
Coos Bay 
Lincoln City 
Portland 
Salem 
Seaside 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Allentown 
Altoona 
Bloomsburg 
Chester 
Du Bois 
Easton 
Erie 
Gettysburg 
Harrisburg 
Johnstown 
King of Prussia/ 

Ft. Washington 


Lancaster 
Mansfield 
‘Mechanicsburg 
Mercer 
Philadelphia 


Pittsburgh/Monroeville 
Reading 

Scranton 

Shippingport 

Somerset 

State College 
Uniontown 

Valley Forge 
Warminster 


Wilkes-Barre 
York 


RHODE ISLAND 
East Greenwich 


Newport 
Providence 
Quonset Point 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ 


Pontotoc 
Washington 
Muskogee 
Cleveland 
Oklahoma 
Payne 


Amount 
(a) + 


Rate Rate 


39 25 64 
46 25 71 
36 25 61r 
44 25 69 
47 25 72 
43 25 68 


Osage, Tulsa & Washington 39 25 64 


Washington 
Deschutes 
Clackamas 
Coos 
Lincoln 
Multnomah 
Marion 
Clatsop 


Lehigh 
Blaire 
Columbia 
Delaware 
Clearfield 
Northhampton 
Erie 

Adams 
Dauphin 
Cambria 


Montgomery County, except 


Bala Cynwyd (See also 


Philadelphia, PA) 
Lancaster 

Tioga 

Cumberland 
Mercer 


Philadelphia County; 
city of Bala Cynwyd in 


Montgomery County 
Allegheny 

Berks 

Lackawanna 

Beaver 

Somerset 

Centre 

Fayette 

Chester 


Bucks County; Naval 
Air Development Center 


Luzerne 
York 


Kent County; Naval 


Construction Battalion 


Center, Davisville 
Newport 

Providence 
Washington 





(b)_ = (c) 


: Per Diem Locality 


County and/or other 
defined location 2/ 3/ 


Key City 1/ 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
arleston 
Colunibia 
Greenville 
Hilton Head 
Myrtle Beach 


Rock -Hill 
Spartanburg 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
Rapid city 
Sioux Palls 


TENNESSEE 

Chattanooga 
Clarksville 

Columbia 
Elizabethton 
Gatlinburg 
Greenville 

Johnson City 
Kingsport/Bristol 
Knoxville/Oak: Ridge . 


Memphis 
Nashville 
Shelbyville 


TEXAS 

Amarillo 

Austin 

Bastrop 

Bay City 

Beaumont 
Brownsville 
Brownwood 

College Station/Bryan 
Corpus Christi 
Dallas/Fort Worth 
Denton 

El Paso 

Ft. Davis 
Galveston 
Granbury 

Houston 


Kingsville 
Lajitas 
Laredo 
Longview 
Lubbock 
Lufkin 
McAllen 
Midland/Odessa 
Nacogdoches 
Plainview 
Plano 

San Angelo 
San Antonio 


Maximum 
Lodging M&IE 
Amount Rate 


Charleston & Berkeley 
Richland 

Greenville 

Beaufort 

Horry County; 

Myrtle Beach AFB 

York 

Spartanburg 


Pennington 
Minnehaha 


Hamilton 
Montgomery 
Maury 
Carter 
Sevier 
Greene 
Washington 
Sullivan 
Knox County; 
city of Oak Ridge 
Shelby 
Davidson 
Bedford 


Potter 

Travis 

Bastrop 
Matagorda 
Jefferson 
Cameron 

Brown 

Brazos 

Nueces 

Dallas & Tarrant 
Denton 

El Paso 

Jeff Davis 
Galveston 

Hood 

Harris County; 
L. B. Johnson Space Center 
& Ellington AFB 
Kleburg 
Brewster 

Webb 

Gregg 

Lubbock 
Angelina 
Hidalgo 

Ector & Midland 
Nacogdoches 
Hale 

Collin 

Tom Green 

Bexar 
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Maximum 
Per Diem 
Rate 


aoe ~e.. ”  ccigeilas a 
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Per Diem Locality : Maximum ; -» és Mad mune 
‘ . sr M&IE Per Diem 


sn : County and/or other . AROURE . Rate Rate 
Key City 1/ © defined lecation.2/. e (apie. (b) = (c) -4/ 


Temple Bell 25 
Victoria | ; Victoria eet BG. 25 
Waco : McLennen Hea? 4, 25 
Wichita Palls 3 Wichita ~ « She: 25 


UTAH 
Bullfrog Garfield 25 
Ogden Weber : 25 
Salt Lake City Salt Lake County; Sed. hugh 25 
Dugway Proving Ground 
& Peole Army Depot ~- 
Vernal : Uintah uy 25 


VERMONT : : 

Burlington Chittenden : #3 25 
Montpelier Washington a J RSs) 25 
Rutland Rutland 50... 25 
White River Junction . — =: Type) 5 at 25 


VIRGINIA 
(For the cities of Alexandria, Pairfax, 

“and Falls Church, and the counties of Arlington, 
Fairfax, and Loudoun, see District of ee: 
Blacksburg. Montgomery 
Bristol* : , 

Charlottesville* 

Covington* 

Lynchburg* 

Manassas/Manassas Park* Prince William 
County 


Norfolk* York County; Naval 
(also Virginia Beach, Weapons Station, Yorktown : 
Portsmouth, Hampton, - 

Newport News & Chesapeake*)} 

Petersburg* Port Lee 

Richmond* Chesterfield & Henrico. 
Counties; also 
Defense Supply Center 

Roanoke*® Roanoke County 

Staunton* 

Wallops Island Accomack 

Warrenton Fauguier 

Waynesboro* 

Williamsburg* 


* Denotes. independent cities. 


WASHINGTON 

Kelso/Longview Cowlitz 
Mount Verron Skagit 
Richland Benton 
Seattle King 
Spokane Spokane 
Takoma Pierce 
Tumwater/Olympia Thurston 
Vancouver Clark 


WEST VIRGINIA 
eckley Raleigh 
Charleston . Kanawha 
Harpers Ferry Jefferson 
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Per Diem Locality Maximum Maximum 
Lodging M&IE Per Diem 


County and/or other Amount Rate Rate 


Key City 1/ defined location 2/ 3/ (a) + (b)_ = (c) 4 


Huntington Cabell 41 25 66 
Morgantown Monongalia 44 25 69 
Parkersburg Wood 37 25 62 
Wheeling Ohio 41 25 66 


WISCONSIN 
Brookfield Waukesha 50 25 75 
Cable Bayfield 38 25 63. 
Green Bay Brown ee 25 ; 69 
Kewaunee Kewaunee so 83 
La Crosse La Crosse Ce 
Lake Geneva Walworth 100 
Madison Dane 79 
Milwaukee Milwaukee 80 
Minocqua/Rhinelander Oneida 70 
Mishicot Manitowoc 80 
Oshkosh Winnebago 78 
Sheboygan Sheboygan 64 
Sturgeon Bay Door 69 
Wausau Marathon 71 
Wautoma Waushara 71 
Wisconsin Dells Columbia 68 


WYOMING 

Casper Natrona 62 
Cheyenne Laramie 43 25 68 
Cody Park , 42 25 67 
Evanston Uinta 37 25 62 
Gillette Campbell - 42 25 67 
Jackson Teton 57 25 82 
Thermopolis Hot Springs 41 25 66 


Unless otherwise specified, the per diem locality is defined as “all locations 
within, or entirely surrounded by, the corporate limits of the key city, 
including independent entities located within those boundaries." 


Per diem localities with county definitions shall include "all locations 
within, or entirely surrounded by, the corporate limits of the key city as 
well as the boundaries of the listed counties, including independent 
entities located within the boundaries of the key city and the listed 
counties." 


Military installations or Government-related facilities (whether or not 
specifically named) that are located partially within the city or county 
boundary shall include “all locations that are geographically part of the . 
military installation or Government-related facility, even though part(s) of 
such activities may be located outside the defined per diem locality." 


Federal agencies may submit a request to GSA for review of the subsistence 
cost in a particular city or area when travel to that location is repetitive 
or on a continuing basis and travelers’ experience indicates that the 
prescribed standard CONUS per diem rate is inadequate. Other per diem 
locality rates listed in this appendix will be surveyed on an annual basis 
by GSA to determine whether rates are adequate. Agencies' requests shall be 
submitted to the General Services Administration, Federal Supply Service, 
Attn: Regulations. and Policy Division. (FFY), Washington, DC 20406. . Requests 
for rate adjustments shall include a description of the location involved 
(city, county or other defined area) and a recommended rate supported by a 
statement explaining the circumstances that cause the existing rate to be 
inadequate. The request must also contain an estimate of the annual 

number of trips to the location and the average duration of such trips. 


[FR Doc. 87-16009 Filed 7-10-87; 2:38 pm] 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Cooperative State Research Service 


Competitive Grants Program for 
Research on and Development of 
External Combustion Engines for 
Fiscal Year 1987; Solicitation of 
Applications 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
4(m) of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation Charter Act, as amended, 
Pub. L. 80-806 (15 U.S.C. 714 et seq.), and 
section 642 of the Agriculture, Rural 
Development, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1987, as made 
applicable by Section 101(a) of the Joint 
Resolution, Pub. L. No. 99-591, 100 Stat. 
3341 (1987) (Section 642), the 
Cooperative State Research Service 
(CSRS), United States. Department: of 
Agriculture (USDA), acting on behalf of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation 
(CCC), anticipates awarding one or 
more standard project grants for 
research on and development of 
external combustion engines. This . 
program will be administered by the 
Office of Grants and Program Systems, 
CSRS. The total amount expected to be 
available for grant awards under this 
program during fiscal year 1987 is 
approximately $485,000. Long-term 
project applications, up to a maximum 
of five years, are encouraged. Grants 
will be awarded by CSRS to the extent 
that funds are made available. 

Pursuant to the Reimbursement er 
Advance of Funds Agreement between . 
the Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service {ASCS) and CSRS 
dated June 1, 1987, CCC will utilize the 
services of CSRS to i funds 
made available under section 642 for 
this competitive program. 


Applicable Regulations 

The foilowing regulations may apply 
to this program: (A) The Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. 
I) and Departmental implementing 
regulations (DR 1041-1) under which the 
peer evaluation process will be 
conducted; (B) Title 18 of the United 
States Code, Departmental regulations 
found at 7 CFR Part 0, and Executive 
Order 11222, as amended, which will 
govern conflict-of-interest situations; (C) 
the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 
552), the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a), and 
implementing Departmental regulations 
(7 CFR Part 1) relating to the release of 
information about the peer panel 
process; and (D) the USDA Uniform 
Federal Assistance Regulations, 7 CFR 
Part 3015, as amended. The above list of 
applicable regulations is not exclusive. 


Part L. Program Description 


One or more standard project grants 
will be awarded to eligible recipients to 
support research on and development of 
external combustion engines. The total 
amount expected to be available for this 
program during fiscal year 1987 is 
approximately $485,000. The minimum 
amount of any project funded under this 
program will be $100,000. 

The Congress has directed that the 
Department finance research on and 
development of external combustion 
engines using fuel other than that 
derived from petroleum and petroleum 
products. Proposals will be considered 
for research and development relating to 
the design, development, construction, : 
testing, and operation of external 
combustion engine systems for 
stationary agricultural power 
applications using fuel other than that | 
derived from petroleum. Utilization,of © 
biomass fuels from crop and forestry © 
residues, livestock wastes, and 
byproducts are included under the 
objectives of this program and wil be 
given high priority. 

If necessary, further information 
concerning this program description 
may be obtained from Clarence F. 
Becker at (202) 447-5680. 

Part Il. Proposal Submission Guidelines 
A. Eligibility 

1. Except where otherwise prohibited 
by law, a grant award under this 
program may be made to any State 
agricultural experiment station, college, ' 
university, other research institution or 
organization, private organization, 
corporation, or individual, provided the 
applicant qualifies as a responsible 
grantee under the criteria set forth in 
paragraph 2 of this section. Proposals 
from scientists at non-United States 
organizations will not be considered for 
support. 

2. To qualify as responsible, an 
applicant must meet the following 
standards as they relate to a particular 
project: 

a. Have adequate financial resources 
for performance, the necessary 
experience, organizational and technical 
qualifications, and facilities, or a firm 
commitment, arrangement, or ability to 
obtain such (including proposed 
subagreements); 

b. Be able to comply with the . 


- proposed or required completion 


schedule for the project; 

c. Have a satisfactory record of 
integrity, judgment, and performance, 
including in particular,.any prior 
performance under grants and contracts 
from the Federal Government; 
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d. Have an adequate financial 
management system and audit 
procedure which provides efficient and 
effective accountability and control of 
all property, funds, and assets; and 

e. Be otherwise qualified and eligible 
to receive a grant award under 
applicable laws and regulations. 

3. Any applicant who is determined 
by the Department to be not responsible 
will be notified in writing of such 
findings and the basis therefor. Such 
applicant will have an opportunity 
before a final decision is made to 
present in writing evidence of 
responsibility. 


B: Hew to Obtain Application Materials 


Potential applicants may request a 
copy of this solicitation, the Grant 
Application Kit, and, if necessary, the 
USDA Uniform Federal Assistance 
Regulations, from: Proposal Services 
Unit, Grants Administrative 
Management, Office of Grants and 
Program Systems, Cooperative State 
Research Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Room 005, J. S. Morrill 
Building, 15th and Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20251- 
2200, Telephone: (202) 475-5049. 


C. What to Submit 


An original and 10 copies of each 
proposal submitted under this program 
are requested. This number of copies is 
necessary to permit a thorough, 
objective peer evaluation of all 
proposals received before funding © 
decisions are made. Each copy of each 
proposal must include Form CSRS-661, 
Grant Application, which is included in 
the Grant Application Kit. One copy of 
each proposal (except those submitted 
by individuals), preferably the original, 
must contain pen-and-ink signatures of 
the proposing principal investigator(s) 
and the authorized organizational 
representative. Proposals submitted by 
individuals who lack organizational 
affiliation need only be signed by the 
proposing principal investigator(s). A 
submitting principal investigator whose 
signature does not appear on the Grant 
Application will not be listed as 
principal investigator in the event of an 
award. 

Each project description is expected 
by the staff and by members of the peer 
review panel to be complete in itself. 
Every effort should be made to ensure 
that each proposal contains all pertinent 
information when initially submitted. 

Vitae of key project personnel should 


- be limited to three (3) or four (4) pages. 
, Proposals containing more than 15 pages 


of project description, as well as 
duplicate proposals, essentially 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


duplicate proposals, and predominantly 
overlapping proposals, are subject to 
non-review and return. 

All copies of each proposal must be 
mailed in one package because 
applications submitted in several 
packages are difficult to identify. Please 
see that each copy of each proposal is 
stapled securely in the upper left-hand 
corner. DO NOT BIND. Information 
— be typed on one side of the page 
only. 


D. When and Where to Submit Grant 
Applications 


To be considered for funding, all 
proposals must be received by the close 
of business (4:30 p.m. EDT) on August 
17, 1987. Proposals should be submitted 
to: Proposal Services Unit, Grants 
Administrative Management, Office of 
Grants and Program Systems, 
Cooperative State Research Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Room 
005, J. S. Morrill Building, 15th and 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20251-2200. 


E. Format for Proposals 


1. Title of project. The title of the 
project must be brief (80-character 
maximum), yet represent the major 
thrust of the effort. This title will be 
used by the Department to provide 
information to the Congress and also 
will be used in issuing press releases. 
Therefore, highly technical words or 
phraseology should be avoided. In 
addition, phrases such as “investigation 
of” or “research and development on” 
should not be used. 

2. Project Summary. The project 
summary (one-page maximum) is not 
intended for the general reader; 
consequently, it should be couched in 
language which will have meaning to 
others in disciplines related to the 
subject matter of this program. It should 
be brief and specific and should focus 
on: 

a. Overall project goal(s) with 
supporting objectives; 

b. Relevance or significance of the 
proposed project to program objectives 
and national needs as set forth in Part I 
of this solicitation; and 

c. Methodology(ies) or approach(es) to 
be used in accomplishing project goal(s). 

3. Project Description. The project 
description (15-page maximum) must 
contain the following components: 

a. Introduction. Long-term goal(s) and 
supporting objectives of the proposed 
project should be stated and described 
in detail. The most significant previous 
work in the field being proposed, 
including the work of key project 
personnel on the current application, 
should be reviewed. The current status 


of research in this field of science also 
should be described. All work cited, 
including that of key personnel, must be 
footnoted or otherwise referenced. 

b. Rationale and Significance. The 
rationale behind the proposed project, 
i.e., its potential importance to the 
program and to the Nation, must be 
clearly presented. Any novel ideas or 
contributions which the proposed 
project offers also should be discussed 
under this paragraph. 

Procedures. The procedures or 
methodology to be applied to the 
proposed project should be explicitly 
stated. This section should include but 
not necessarily be limited to: 

(1) A description of the proposed 
investigations and/or activities in the 
sequence in which it is planned to carry 
them out; 

(2) Techniques to be employed, 
including their feasibility; 

(3) Kinds of results expected; 

(4) Limitations to proposed 
procedures, including a brief discussion 
of pitfalls which might be encountered; 

(5) Means by which data will be 
analyzed or interpreted; and 

(6) Tentative schedule for carrying out 
all major phases of the investigations 
and/or activities (normally expressed as 
a function of time, year by year). 

d. Facilities and Equipment. All 
facilities, including laboratories, which 
are available for use or assignment to 
the proposed research and development 
project during the requested period of 
support, should be described. Any 
materials, procedures, situations, or 
activities, whether or not directly 
related to a particular phase of the 
proposed project, and which may be 
hazardous to personnel, must be fully 
explained, along with an outline of 
precautions to be exercised: All items of 
major instrumentation available for use 
or assignment to the proposed research 
and development project during the 
requested period of support should be 
listed. In addition, items of 
nonexpendable equipment needed to 
conduct and bring the proposed project 
to a successful conclusion should be 
listed. 

e. Collaborative Arrangements. If the 
proposed project requires collaboation 
with other research scientists, 
corporations, organizations, agencies, or 
entities, such collaboration must be fully 
explained and justified. Evidence should 
be provided to assure peer reviewers 
that the collaborators involved agree 
with the proposed arrangements. It 
should be specifically indicated whether 
or not such collaborative arrangements 
have the potential for any conflict(s) of 
interest. Proposals which indicate 
collaborative involvement must state 
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which proposer is to receive any 
resulting grant award, since only one 
submitting individual, corporation, 
organization, institution, agency, or 
other entity can be the recipient of a 
project grant under one proposal. 

4. References to Project Decription. 
All references cited should be accurate, 
complete, and written in an acceptable 
journal format. 

5. Curriculum Vitae and Publication 
List(s) of Key Project Personnel. Vitae of 
the proposing principal investigator(s), 
senior associate(s), and other 
professional personnel should be 
provided to assist peer reviewers in 
evaluating the competence and 
experience of the project staff. This 
section of the proposal should include 
vitae for all key persons who expect to 
work on the proposed project, whether 
or not Federal funds are sought for their 
support. A chronological list of the most 


_ Fepresentative publications during the 
_ past five years should be provided for 


each professional project member for 
whom a curriculum vitae appears under 
this section. Authors should be listed in 
the same order ag their names appear on 
each paper cited, along with the title 
and complete reference as these usually 
appear in journals. 

6. Proposal Budget (Form CSRS-55). 
Each proposal must contain.a detailed 
budet for each year of requested support 
as well as a summary budget detailing 
requested support for the overall period 
of the proposed project (if the 
application is being submitted for longer 
than one year). A copy of this form 
(along with instructions for its 
completion) is included in the Grant 
Application Kit and may be reproduced 
as needed by proposers. Funds may be 
requested under any of the categories 
listed, provided that the item or service 
for which support is requested is 
allowable under applicable Federal cost 
principles and can be identified as 
necessary for successful conduct of the 
proposed project. All grants awarded 
under this program shall be issued 
without regard to matching funds.or cost 
sharing by recipients of such grants. 

7. Current and Pending Support (Form 
CSRS-663). All proposals must contain a 
copy of Form CSRS-663 listing any other 
current public or private research- 
related support, in addition to the 
proposed project, to which key 
personnel listed in the proposal under 
consideration have committed portions 
of their time, whether or not salary 
support for the person(s) involved is 
included in the budgets of the various 
projects. This section also must contain 
analagous information for all pending 
research-related proposals which are 





currently being considered by. or which 
will be submitted in the near future to, 
other possible sponsors, including other 
Departmental programs or agencies. 

Concurrent submissioa of indentical 
or similar projects to other possible 
sponsors will not prejudice its review or 
evaluation by USDA staff or by peer 
panel members. A copy of Form CSRS- 
663 is included in the Grant Appiication 
Kit and may be reproduced as necessary 
by applicants. 

8. Additions to Project Description. 
Each project description is expected by 
USDA staff and by members of the peer 
review panel to be complete in itself. 
However, in those unusual instances in 
which the inclusion of additional 
information is essential for 
comprehensive peer evaluation, it is 
requested that an original and 10 copies 
be submitted so that all peer panelists 
and staff members are afforded an 
opportunity to review it. Each set of 
such material must be indentified with 
the namefs) of the proposing principal 
investigator(s) and the title of the 
research project as it appears on the 
Grant Application (Form CSRS-661). 
Examples of additional material may 
include photographs which do not 
reproduce well, reprints, and other 
pertinent materials which are deemed to 
be unsuitable for inclusion in the 
proposal. 

Part Il. Review, Peer Evaluation, and 
Disposition of Proposals . 

A. All grant applications will be 
acknowledged in writing. Prior to 
technical examination, a preliminary 
review of all proposals will be made for 
responsiveness to this solicitation (e-g., 
whether or not they lie within the scope 
of the program). Proposals which are 
determined to be nonresponsive will. be 
eliminated from competition and will be 
returned to the proposing individual, 
organization, or institution without peer 
evaluation. 

B. All responsive proposals received 
from eligible applicants and received by 
close of business on August 17, 1987, 
will be evaluated by USDA program 
officers and by others who are 
determined to be uniquely qualified to 
render expert advice in the disciplinary 
areas represented by the applications 
received. These scientific evaluations 
will be performed using the criteria 
listed in section D of this part. The 
overriding purpose of such evaluations 
is to provide expert recommendations 
upon which informed decisions.can be 
made in selecting proposals for ultimate 
support. Therefore, incomplete, unclear, 
or poorly organized applications may 
work to the detriment of proposers 
during the peer review process. To 


ensure a comprehensive evaluation, all 

applications should be written with the 

care and thoroughness accorded papers 
for publication. 


C. Establishment, Operation, and 
Composition of Peer Review Panel. 


1. Establishment and Operation of 
Peer Review Panel. To the extent 
applicable, the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. I} and 


Departmental implementing regulations . 


(DR 1041-1) will govern the 
establishment and operation of the peer 
review panel. 

2. Composition of Peer Review Panel. 
Peer review group members will be 
selected based upon their training and 
experience in relevant scientific or 
technical fields and will be chosen from 
among Federal organizations, outside 
organizations, or a combination thereof, 
taking into account the following 
factors: 

a. The level of formal scientific or 
technical education by the individual; 

b. The extent to which the individual 
has engaged in relevant research, the 
capacities in which the individual has 
done so (e.g., principal investigator, 
assistant), and the quality of such 
research; 

c. Professional recognition as reflected 
by awards and other honors received 
from scientific and prefessional 
organizations outside of the Department; 

d. The need of the group to include 
within its membership experts from 
various areas of specialization within 
relevant scientific or technical fields; 

e. The need of the group to include 
within its membership, where feasible, 
experts from a variety of organizational 
types (e.g., universities, industry, private 
consultant{s)}, and geographical 
locations; and : 

f. The need of the group to maintain a 
balanced membership, e.g.; minority and 
female representation and an equitable 
age distribution. 

3. Conflicts of Interest. Members of 
the peer review group will be subject to 
relevant provisions contained in Title 18 
of the United States Code relating to 
criminal activity, Departmental 
regulations governing employee 
responsibilities and conduct (7 CFR Part 
0), and Executive Order 11222, as 
amended. 

4. Availability of Information. _ 
Information regarding the peer review 
process will be made available to the 
extent permitted under the Freedom of 
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552), the 
Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a), and 
implementing Departmental regulations 
(7 CFR Part 1). 
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D. Evaluation Criteria and Funding 
Recommendations 


1. All responsive proposals will be 
evaluated using the following weighted 
criteria: 

a. Scientific and technical quality of 
the idea. (Weight of 4) 

b. Scientific and technical quality of 
the approach. (Weight of 4) 

c. Relevance of proposed project to 
R&D on external combustion engines 
using nonpetroleum-derived fuels. 
(Weight of 3) 

d. Adequacy of professional training 
or research experience of project team 
in disciplines essential to the successful 
conduct of the work outlined in the 
proposal. {Weight of 2) 

e. Adequacy of available or 
obtainable technical staffing, facilities, 
and equipment. {Weight of 2) 

f. Feasibility of attaining objectives 
during the life of the project. (Weight of 

) 


2. Proposals will be scored using a 
scale of 1 through 10, with-a score of one 
(1) being considered low and a score of 
ten (10) being considered high foreach 
criterion. The score assigned by the 
individual peer panelist for each 
criterion will be multiplied by the 
applicable weight factor to arrive at a 
total score for that criterion. For 
example, if a proposal received a 10 for 
the first criterion {i.e., scientific and 
technical quality of the idea), the 
panelist would multiply 10 times 4 {the 
weight factor) to arrive at a score of 40 
for that criterion. Upon completion of 
the scoring process, the scores for all 
criteria will be added together to 
determine an overall score for the 
application under consideration. 

3. Applications will be ranked and 
support levels recommended by the peer 
review group within the limitation of 
total available funding. Except to the 
extent otherwise provided by law, such 
recommendations are advisory only and 
are not binding upon USDA program 
officers or on the awarding official. 

E. Disposition of Unfunded Proposals. 
One copy of each application which is 
not selected for funding will be retained 
in the Office of Grants and Program 
Systems, CSRS, for a period of one year. 
All other copies will be destroyed. 


Part IV. Grant Awards 
A. General 


1. Within the limit of funds available, 
one or more standard project grants will 
be awarded to those responsible, 
eligible applicants whose proposals 
have been judged most meritorious 
under the evaluation criteria and 
procedures set forth above. No project 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 135 / Wednesday, July 15, 1987 / Notices 


awarded hereunder shall receive less 
than $100,000. 

2. All funds awarded under this 
program must be expended solely for 
the purpose for which the funds are 
granted in accordance with the 
approved application and budget, the 
USDA Uniform Federal Assistance 
Regulations (7 CFR Part-3015), and any 
special terms and conditions set forth in 
the award document. 

B. Organizational Management 
Information. Prior to the award of grant 
funds under this program, CSRS may 
require the submission of certain 
certifications and/or organizational 
information to assist USDA staff 
members in determining the financial 
and managerial capabilities of an 
applicant. If so, necessary forms and 
other materials will be sent to the 
individual, organization, or institution 
involved, along with instructions for 
completing and submitting the requested 
information. 

C. Grant Award Document. A grant 
award document will include, at a 
’ minimum, the following: 

1. Legal name and.address of 
individual, organization, or institution to 
whom the grant is being awarded; 

2. Title of project; 

3. Name(s) and address(es) of 
principal investigator(s) chosen.to direct 
and control approved project activities; 

4. Identifying proposal and grant 
numbers assigned by the Department; 

5. Project period, i.e., the length of 
time the Department intends to support 
the effort; 

6. Total amount of funds that have 
been approved to support the project; 

7. Legal authority under which the 
grant is being awarded; 

8. Approved budget plan which 
categorizes allocable project funds to 
accomplish project goals; and 

9. Other information, terms and/or 
conditions deemed necessary to carry 
out project activities. 


Part V. Post-award Administration of 
Grants 


A. Delegation of Fiscal Responsibility. 
A grantee may not in whole or in part 
delegate or transfer to another person, 
organization, or institution the 
responsibility for use or expenditure of 
grant funds. 


B. Changes in Approved Project Plans 


1. Permissible changes by the grantee, 
principal investigator(s), or other key 
project personnel under the approved 
grant are limited to changes in 
methodology, techniques, or other 
aspects of the project to expedite 
achievement of the project's approved 
goals. If the grantee and/or the principal 
investigator(s) are uncertain as to 
whether a proposed change complies 
with this provision, the question should 
be referred to the Department for a final 
determination. 

. 2. Changes in approved goals or 
objectives must be requested by the 
grantee and approved in writing by the 
Department prior to effecting such 

S. 

3. Changes in approved project 
leadership or the replacement or 
reassignment of other key project 
personnel must be requested by the 
grantee and approved in writing by the 
Department prior to effecting such 
changes. 

4. Transfers of actual performance of 
the substantive programmatic work in 
whole or in part and provisions for the 
payment of funds, whether or not 
Federal funds.are involved, must be 
requested by the grantee and approved 
in writing prior to effecting such 
transfers. 

C. Changes in Project Period. The 
period of the project may be extended 
by the Department without additional 
financial support for such additional 
period(s) as the Department determines 
may be necessary to complete an 
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approved project. Such extension(s), 
when combined with the previously 
approved project period, may not 
exceed five (5) years. The granting of 
any no-cost extension is conditioned 
upon prior request from the grantee and 
written approval by the Department. 


D. Changes in Approved Budget 


1. Under no circumstances will a 
change in an approved budget be made 
which could result in a need or claim for 
the award of additional funds. 

2. Except for D.1 above, necessary 
changes in an approved budget should 
be requested by the grantee and 
approved in writing by the Department 
prior to instituting such changes if the 
revision will: 

a. Involve transfers of amounts 
budgeted for direct costs to 
accommodate changes in indirect cost 
rates negotiated subsequent to the date 
of the grant award; or 

b. Involve transfers or expenditures of 
amounts requiring prior approval as set 
forth in the applicable Federal cost 
principles, Departmental regulations, or 
in the grant award itself. 


Supplementary Information 


In accordance with the provisions of 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. 3504(h)), the collection of 
information requirements contained in 
this notice have been approved under 
OMB Document No. 0524-0022. 

The award of any grants under this 
program is subject to the availability of 
funds. 

Done at Washington, DC, this 9th day of 
July, 1987. 

John Patrick Jordan, 


Administrator, Cooperative State Research 
Service. 


[FR Doc. 87-15992 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am] 
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Handicapped Program; Final Regulations 





DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


AGENCY: Department of Education. 
ACTION: Final regulations. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary amends the 
regulations for the Clearinghouses for 
the Handicapped Program authorized by 
section 633 of the Education of the 
Handicapped Act (EHA). These 
regulations are needed to implement 
amendments made to section 633 of the 
EHA by section 310 of Pub. L. 99-457. 
Pub. L. 99-457 changed the title of the 
program from “Recruitment and 
Information,” to “Clearinghouses for the 
Handicapped,” authorized an additional 
clearinghouse for funding, and revised 
the functions of an existing 
clearinghouse. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: These regulations take 
effect either 45 days after publication in 
the Federal Register or later if the 
Congress takes certain adjournments: If 
you want to know the effective date of 
these regulations, call or write the 
Department of Education contact 
person. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Helene S. Corradino, Division of 
Educational Services, Office of Special 
Education Programs, Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue SW. 
(Switzer Building, Room 3511-M/S 
2312), Washington, DC 20202. 
Telephone: (202) 732-1167. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Clearinghouses for the Handicapped 
Program was established under Pub. L. 
91-230 on April 13, 1970 and is currently 
authorized by section 633 of the 
Education of the Handicapped Act (20 
U.S.C. 1433). 

Prior to the Pub. L. 99-457 
amendments to the Education of the 
Handicapped Act, section 633 of the Act 
authorized two clearinghouses. Pub. L. 
99-457 authorized a new national 
clearinghouse on careers and 
employment in special education that 
assumed one of the principal functions 
previously performed by the national 
clearinghouse on the education of the 
handicapped along with other new 
responsibilities. 

On April 28, 1987 the Secretary 
published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking for the Clearinghouses for 
the Handicapped Program in the Federal 
Register (52 FR 15464). The comments 
received in response to that notice and 
the Secretary's responses are 
summarized below: 


Comment: Two commenters 
recommended that technology services 
professionals be included in the special 
education related service personnel, 
identified by the National Clearinghouse 
on Careers and Employment in Special 
Education, and that information from 
this area be included in the five 
activities the Clearinghouse must carry 
out. 

Response: No change has been made. 
The term “related services,” is defined 
at 34 CFR 300.13 and does not exclude 
the provision of technology services. 

Comment: One commenter 
recommended that § 320.10{c) be 
modified to include the words “infants 
and toddlers” and “related services” for 
purposes of clarity and that “personnel 
preparation programs” be added to the 
activities of the Clearinghouse. 

Response: No change has been made 
regarding the inclusion of the words 
“infants and toddlers.” The Secretary 
believes that the activities of the 
Clearinghouse as authorized by the 
legislation are not limited to activities 
concerning information on careers and 
employment in the education of a 
certain range of children and do not 
exclude activities concerning 
information on careers or employment in 
the education of handicapped infants 
and toddlers. The other changes have 
been made. 

Comment: One commenter 
recommended that § 320.10(c)(3) be 
revised to clarify that the Clearinghouse 
collects information on training 
programs for the various special 
education and related service 
professional that meet State and 
professionally recognized standards. 

Response: The change has been made 
to read as follows: “Identification of 
training programs, for the various 
special education and related service 
professions, that meet State and 
professionally recognized standards for 
programs that prepare personnel for 
those professions.” 

Comment: One commenter 
recommended that a new provision be 
aded to § 320.10(c) to require the 
Clearinghouse to enter collaborative 
relationships and projects with 
professional and advocacy 
organizations interested in the 
recruitment and retention of qualified 
special education and related services 
personnel. 

Response: No change has been made. 
The statute does not require the 
Clearinghouse to enter into 
collaborative relationships with these 
organizations. The Secretary 
anticipates, however, that the 
Clearinghouse will contact these 
organizations to collect and disseminate 
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information on employment in fields 
related to educating handicapped 
children and youth. 


Executive Order 12291 


These regulations have been reviewed 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12291. They are not classified as major 
because they do not meet the criteria for 
major regulations established in the 
order. 


Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 


These regulations have been 
examined under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 and have been 
found to contain no information 
collection requirements. 


Intergovernmental Review 


This program is subject to the 
requirements of Executive Order 12372 
and the regulations in 34 CFR Part 79. 
The objective of the Executive Order is 
to foster an intergovernmental 
partnership and a strengthened 
federalism by relying on processes 
developed by State and local 
governments for.coordination and . 
review of proposed Federal financial 
assistance. 

In accordance with the Order, this 
document is intended to provide early 
notification of the Department's specific 
plans and actions for this program. 


Assessment of Educational Impact 


In the notice of proposed rulemaking, 
the Secretary requested comments on _ 
whether the proposed regulations would 
require transmission of information that 
is being gathered by or is available from 
any other agency or authority. of the 
United States. 

Based on the response to the proposed 
rules and on its own review, the 
Department has determined that the 
regulations in this document do not 
require transmission of information that 
is being gathered by or is available from 
any other agency or authority of the 
United States. 


List of Subjects in 34 CFR Part 320 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Education, Education of 
handicapped, Equal education 
opportunity, Grants program— 
education, Privacy, Private schools. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
84.030; Clearinghouses for the Handicapped) 

Dated: June 30, 1987. 

William J. Bennett, 
Secretary of Education. 


The Secretary amends Part 320 of 
Title 34 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations as follows: 
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1. The authority citation for Part 320 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1433, unless otherwise 
noted. 

2. The title of Part 320 is revised to 
read as follows: 


phe a amma 
HANDICAPPED 


3. Section 320.1 is amended by 
revising the title of the section, the 
introductory text of the section, and 
paragraph (a), removing the “and” at the 
end of paragraph (b), redesignating 
paragraph (c) as paragraph (d), and 
—— a new paragraph (c) to read as 

ollows: 


§ 320.1 What is the Ciearinghouses for the 
Handicapped Program? -* 


The Clearinghouses for the 
Handicapped Program provides 
financial assistance for—: - 

(a) A national clearinghouse on the 
education of the handicapped that 
disseminates information and provides 
-technical assistance to parents, 
professionals, and other interested 
parties; 

(c) A national clearinghouse designed 
to encourage students to seek careers 
and professional personnel to seek 
employment in the various fields 
relating to the education of handicapped 
children and youth; an 

4. Section 320.10 is amended by 
removing paragraph (a)(2), redesignating 
paragraph (a)(3) as paragraph (a)(2), 
adding “and” at the end of paragraph 
(a)(1)(iii), removing the “and” at the end 


of paragraph (b), redesignating 
paragraph (c) as paragraph (d), and by 
adding a new paragraph (c) to read as 
follows: 


§ 320.10 What kinds of activities may be 
supported under this part? 
o * * * * 

(c) Establish and operate a national 
clearinghouse designed to encourage 
students to seek careers and 
professional personnel to seek 
employment in the various fields related 
to the education of handicapped 
children and youth through the 
following: 

(1) Collection and dissemination of 
information on current and future 
national, regional, and State needs for 
special education and related services 
personnel. To meet this requirement, the 
clearinghouse ‘must— 

(i) Collect, validate, and provide ready 
access to existing information about 
current needs; 

(ii) Develop a plan to estimate future 
needs; 

(iii) Conduct investigations designed 
to improve the relevance and accuracy 
of information on current and future 
needs; 

(iv) Collect, analyze, and report on 
information concerning the current 
personnel needs related to differently 
aged children and youth with handicaps 
of varying severity; and 

(v) Devise mechanisms to foster better 
collection and dissemination of 
information on current and future 
personnel needs. 

(2) Dissemination of information to 
high school guidance counselors and 
others concerning current career 
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opportunities in special education and 
related services, location of programs 
that prepare personnel for the various 
special education and related service 
professions and various forms of 
financial assistance (such as 
scholarships, stipends, and allowances). 

(3) Identification of training programs, 
for the various special education and 
related service professions, that meet 
State and professionally recognized 
standards for programs that prepare 
personnel for those professions. 

(4) Establishment of a network among 
loca! and State educational agencies 
and institutions of higher education 
concerning the supply of graduates and 
available openings. 

(5) Provision of technical assistance to 
institutions seeking to meet State and 
professionally recognized standards of 
personnel preparation; and 


* * * * * 


§ 320.30 . [Amended] 

5. In § 320.30({b)(2)(iii), the reference tc 
“(b)(20){i) and (ii)” is amended to read 
“(b)(2)(i) and (ii)”. 

6. Section 320.40(b) is revised to read 
as follows: 


(b) Recipients of awards under 
§ 320.10 (a), (b), and (c) shall coordinate 
the dissemination of materials and 
information activities supported under 
this part. 
(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1433) 
{FR Doc. 87-16028 Filed 7-14-87; 8:45 am 
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50 CFR Part 80 

Distinctive Symbols for the Federal Aid 
in Wildlife Restoration and Federal Aid in 
Sport Fish Restoration Grants; Proposed 
Rule 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Aid In Sport Fish Restoration Grants 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule would prescribe 
distinctive symbols to identify projects 
completed using funds derived by 
authority of the Federal Aid In Wildlife 
Restoration Act and the Federal Aid In 
Sport Fish Restoration Act and offer to 
manufacturers an opportunity to use the 
symbol(s) to mark items on which excise 
taxes and import duties are collected to 
fund fish and wildlife restoration 
projects. This rule would give public 
notice of the intent of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service to use and protect the 
symbols from unauthorized uses under 
protection afforded by section 701 of 
Title 18 of the United States Code. 

This rule would also authorize 
recipients and sub-recipients of federal 
aid grants to use the symbols on project 
accomplishments and establish a 
process by which others may be 
authorized to display the symbols on 
certain items. 


DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before August 14, 1987. 

ADDRESSES: Comments may be 
addressed to Director, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, Washington, DC 20240 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Conley Moffett or Tom Taylor at 703- 
235-1526. 


determined that this document is not a 
major rule under E.O. 12291 and certifies 
that this document will not have a 
significant economic effect on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 
U.S.C. 601 et seg.). The basis for 
determining that the rule does not 
constitute a major rule is that it will 
result in an annual gross effect on the 
economy of less than $100 million 
dollars; is not likely to increase costs or 
prices for consumers, individual 
industries, Federal, State or local 
government agencies, or geographic 
regions; is not likely to result in 
significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 


productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets; and that neither the 
Department of the Interior nor the 
Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget has designated the proposed 
rule as major. The proposed rule will 
apply to small businesses, small 
organizations or small governmental 
jurisdictions only if such entities wish to 
be authorized to use the symbols 
protected by this proposed rule. 

Information Collection: No 
information collection requirement is 
imposed by this proposed rule and 
therefore it does not require OMB 
clearance as required by the Paperwork 
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 3504fe}€3}(C)). 

Environmental Effects: Fhe 
Department of the Interior finds this 
proposed rule to be a regulatory action 
which licenses use of declared program 
symbols to grantees and other parties. 
This action has been found to be 
categorically excluded from the 
requirement to prepare an 
Environmental Analysis because it is 
not major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment as defined by the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1968. 

Authorship Statement: The principal 
author of this proposal is Thomas W. 
Taylor, Division of Federal Aid, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service. 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 8@ 


Fish, Grant programs, Natural 
resources, Grants administration, 
Wildlife. 

Accordingly, 50 CFR Part 80 is 
proposed to be amended as follows: 


PART 80—{ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for 50 CFR 
Part 80 is revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Federal Aid in Fish Restoration 
Act {16 U.S.C. 771), Federal Aid in Wildlife 
Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 669), and 18 U.S.C. 
701. 


2. Section 80.26 is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 80.26 Symbols. 

Distinctive symbols are prescribed to 
identify projects funded by the Federal 
Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act and the 
Federal Aid in Sport Fish Restoration 
Act and to identify items on whieh taxes 
and duties have been collected to 
support the respective Acts. 

(a) All recipients identified in § 80.2 of 
this part are-authorized to display the 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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appropriate symbol(s) on areas, such as 
wildlife management areas and fishing 
access facilities, acquired, developed, 
operated or maintained by these grants, 
or on printed material or other visual 
representations relating to project 
accomplishments. Recipients may 


require sub-recipients to display the 


symbol(s) and may authorize use by 
others, or for purposes other than as 
stated above, only with approval of the 
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

(b) Other persons or organizations 
may use the symbol(s) for purposes 
related to the Federal Aid programs as 
authorized by the Director, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. Authorization for the 
use of the symbol(s) shall be by written 
agreement executed by the Service and 
the user. To obtain authorization a 
written request stating the specific use 
and items to which the symbol(s) will be 
applied must be submitted to Director, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Washington, DC 20240. 

(e) The user of the symbol(s) shall 
indemnify and defend the United States 
and hold harmless from, any claims, 
suits, losses and damages arising out of 
any allegedly unauthorized use of any 
patent, process, idea, method or device 
by the user in connection with its use of 
the symbol(s), or any other alleged 
action of the user and also from any 
claims, suits, losses and damages arising 
out of alleged defects in the articles or 
services with which the symbol(s) is 
associated. 

(d) The appearance of the symbol(s) 
on projects or items is to indicate that 
the manufacturer of the product is taxed 
by, and that the State project was 
funded through the respective act(s). 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and 
the Department of the Interior make no 
representation or endorsement 
whatsoever by the display of the 
symbol(s) as to the quality, utility, 
suitability or safeness of any product, 
service or project with which the 
symbol(s) is associated. 

{e} Neither symbol may be used in any 
other manner except as authorized by 
the Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. Unauthorized use of the 
symbol(s) will constitute a violation of 
section 701 of Title 18 of the United 
States Code and subject the violator to 
possible fines and imprisonment as set 
forth therein. 

(f) The symbol pertaining to the 
Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act 
is depicted below. 
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got & 


(g) The symbol pertaining to the (h) The symbol pertaining to the Dated: May 29, 1987. 
Federal Aid in Sport Fish Restoration Federal Aid in-Wildlife Restoration Act Susan Recce, ; 
Act is depicted below. and the Federal Aid in Sport Fish Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and 


Restoration Act in combination is Wildlife and Parks. / 
depicted below. [FR Doc. 87-15983 Field 7~14-87; 8:45 am] 
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